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special valuation and at low rates. 
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| THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


Wrrnovr Prorrts. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 


| Age | Premium | Age Premium | Age | Premium, 
| 20 | a 78%/ 30 | 21.16% | 40 | £2 10%, 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 


Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue ser of new Rules of the Supreme Court which were 
published in draft some weeks ago have now been issued, and 
will be found printed elsewhere. Under the first, the list of 
securities in which cash under the control of the court can be 
invested is increased by the inclusion of the 2} per cent. 
debenture stock of the Corporation of London issued in 1897. 
The second provides a solicitor who has successfully refuted a 
charge brought against him before the Discipline Committee 
with a summary way of recovering his costs. His right to costs 
was established b Lilley (40 W. R. 821; 1892, 1 Q. B. 759), 
but they could only be obtained by an application in open court, 
which—since the proceedings themselves hoes not been in court 
at all—is very undesirable. The new rule substitutes an 
application by summons at chambers, The third rule extends 
the procedure by originating summons to the case where it is 
desirable, for the purposes of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to 
ascertain the heir-at-law or any devisee or legatee of a mn. 
who has died having real estate vested in him. And the fourth 
introduces a fee for perusing a petition in a pending matter. 





THE AWARD in the Venezuela Arbitration is peculiarly satis- 
factory in that it is, for the first time in the history of such 
proceedings, unanimous; and we fail to understand the com- 
plaint, stated to have been made in some quarters, that it is in 
the nature of acompromise. The decision of an international 
board of arbitrators, like many verdicts of juries, must in the 
nature of things be a matter of give and take between the 
arbitrators. There is no umpire, and the representatives of the 
Powers concerned naturally adopt conflicting views of the 
evidence. To our minds the facts that, notwithstanding this 
circumstance, the arbitrators were unanimous, and that the rules 


| of procedure laid down and adhered to throughout have worked 


successfully, are very encouraging as regards the future adoption 
of this method of settling international disputes. But it oot 
always be borne in mind that the decisions of tribunals consti- 
tuted like that which sat at Paris will not proceed on the strict 
legal rights of the Powers concerned, but on a sort of diplomatic 
compromise. This is hardly a matter to be regretted, as it is 
likely to render the Power which substantially Teen less dis- 
satisfied with the decision. 





In THE EVENT of war breaking out between this country and 
the South African Republic, it is possible that some nice ques- 
tions may arise as to the position of the latter State as a 
belligerent State for the purposes of international law. Under 
the Convention of 1884 the South African Republic is not inde- 
pendent in respect of its external relations, and this country 
therefore cannot recognize it as ranking as an independent 
sovereign State. Were it n for war between inde- 
gg States to be preceded by a formal declaration, this 
act would materially influence the question of whether 
such declaration should be made. According to modern 
practice, however, the state of war de not upon 
any formal declaration, but upon the actual outbreak 
of hostilities; hence there is not the opportunity which a 
declaration would afford for distinguishing between a war 
between independent States, and the revolt of a subject Power 
against the suzerain Power. But however the state of war 
may be formally brought about, it will be of vital importance to 
decide whether the position assumed by the South African 
Republic is technically one of revolt, or whether the character 





of that State as an independent belligerent is to be recognized. 
\ The recognition as & belligerent may proceed only from neutral 
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Powers, in which case there is the certainty of friction between 
them and the suzerain Power; or it may be accorded voluntarily 
by the suzerain Power, and then the status of the subject Power 
for belligerent purposes is put beyond doubt, and the doctrines 
of international law imposing upon other countries the duties, 
and conferring upon them the rights, of neutrality would apply. 





An Acr of Parliament will come into operation upon the first 
day of next year which has received very slight notice, but 
which is of considerable importance. It is the Infectious 
Disease (Notification) Extension Act, 1899. The first public 
Act making it compulsory upon persons to give notice of the 
existence of a case of infectious disease was the Infectious 
Disease (Notification) Act, 1889. That Act applied only to the 
Metropolis and to such urban, rural, or port sanitary authorities 
.as should adopt its provisions. Before 1889, however, notification 
was compulsory in some towns under loca] Acts. These places 
might, nevertheless, adopt the provisions of the public Act, in 
which case the local Act ceased to operate in the matter of 
notification. The new Act simply extends the Act of 1889 to 
the whole kingdom, and therefore the provisions of any local 
Act cease to have effect, though an exception is made in the 
case of Huddersfield. The Act of 1889 has been adopted, we 
believe, by the great majority of the sanitary authorities 
of the country. All are, however, now brought under 
the same salutary regulations; and under the law as it 
will exist throughout the kingdom after the 31st of next 
December, notice must be given to the medical officer of health 
of every case of infectious disease by the head of the family to 
which the patient belongs, or by some other person in certain 
circumstances. Every medical practitioner also who is called in 
_ to visit any person must, on finding that person suffering from 
an infectious disease, send a certificate to that effect in a pre- 
scribed form to the medical officer. This is a most useful 
measure, and one which will correct the remissness of those few 
yp bodies who have refused or neglected to adopt the 

of 1889. 





AN rwrortant decision was given by Kzxewicu, J., in Thomson 
v. Lord Clanmorris (ante, p. 689) upon the period of limitation 
applicable to an action for damages under the Directors’ 
Liability Act, 1890, in respect of untrue statements in a 
prospectus. The Act makes a director liable to pay compensa- 
tion to persons subscribing for shares on the faith of a prospectus 
for the loss or damage they may sustain by reason of any untrue 
statement in the prospectus, unless the director can shew that he 
had reasonable ground to believe, and did believe, that the state- 
ments were true. There is thus a right to damages expressly 
given by statute under the circumstances specified. But the 
statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, includes in section 3 a provision that 
“all actions for penalties, damages, or sums of money given to the 
party grieved by any statute . . . shall be commenced and sued 
« « « Within two years after the cause of such actions or suits.” Is 
this limitation on actions for damages given by statute to apply 
to the action for damages given by the Directors’ Liability Act, 
1890? Having regard to the mere language of 3 & 4 Will. 4, 
c. 42 it would seem that the two years’ limit is operative; but 
this construction would tend in a large measure to defeat the 
Act of 1890, the object of which is not to inflict a penalty so 
much as to give compensation to the persons who have been 
deceived by the prospectus. It is to be noticed that, previously 
to 3 & 4 Will. 4, a limitation was imposed on actions for 

ties when the penalty went to the Crown, or to the 

wn and a common informer jointly. By 31 Eliz. c, 5, 

s. 5, the action by an informer had to be brought with- 
in one year, and possibly the same limitation applies 
where the whole penalty goes to the informer (cf. Dyer v. 
Best, L. KR. 1 Ex. 152, and Robinson v. Currey, 7 Q. B. D., 
. 471). In the case of the Crown a longer time was allowed. 

0 limitation, however, was placed by that statute on an action 
by the party injured by the conduct on account of which the 
penalty was claimed, and apparently it was to rectify this 
omission that the provision above referred to was introduced in 





the list of new limitations for personal actions given by 3 & 4 






Will 4, c. 42. It is reasonable to assume, therefore, that that 
statute pote only when the damages recovered are in the 


nature of a penalty, and are intended as punishment to the 
offender rather than as compensation to the “‘ party grieved”; 
and that, on the other hand, the statute does not apply wherg 
the damages are proportioned to the loss sustained by the 
— and are designed solely as compensation. Clearly the 

amages given by the Act of 1890 fall within the latter category, 
and for this reason Kexewicu, J., held that the two years’ 
period of limitation was not applicable. 





A MARKED characteristic of modern daily journalism is the 
vigilant attention which is paid to the wanderings of the judges 
during the Long Vacation. One would suppose that, while the 
courts are closed, these learned persons would be permitted to 
enjoy the privacy of the ordinary citizen. But no sooner has 
the Long Vacation commenced than half-a-column or so appears 
in the daily papers stating the direction in which most of them 
have taken flight. And during the vacation, as soon 
as one of them returns from a yachting cruise or a 
trip abroad, the public are informed of the fact, of the place 
to which the judge has gone, and sometimes the information 
is added that he intends to stay there until the end of the 
vacation. We do not understand for whose benefit these para- 
graphs can be intended. It might be interesting to the 
profession to learn that one or two of the occupants of the bench 
had departed for a journey round the world, which would ensure 
their absence for a eabuesh period ; but short of this, we fail 
to see how the migration of the judges has any interest for the 
public or the profession. Nevertheless these paragraphs appear 
from week to week. How do they find their way into the papers? 
We, of course, dismiss the notion that they emanate from any 
official of the judge referred to in the paragraph. We think that 
the judges must desire seclusion during their holiday as much as 
anyone else. The only alternative conclusion appears to be that 
a system of espionage is organised with regard to their move- 
ments. If this is so, a serious prospect is opened up. The 
practice is likely to develop, and we shall by-and-bye be 
informed that an eminent member of the bench who departed 
from a London station for a remote destination was observed to 
select as reading during his lengthened journey the Sporting 
Life, the Pink’Un, and Comie Cuts, and that another learned 
judge, who had taken a certain shooting, had succeeded in riddling 
his keeper’s legs, but otherwise had not had much sport. All 
this is ¢ propos of the information, which we receive from a trast- 
worthy source, that in the course of our informant’s wanderings 
in a remote district, he met on the road a man in a battered soft 
felt hat and grimy and well-worn tweeds, whom he at first took to 
be a dilapidated elderly tramp, but on closer inspection he dis- 
covered under the battered hat the features of a highly esteemed 
judge of the High Court, and subsequently verified his identity. 
Now, says our informant, this judge managed to get away 
to his retreat without notice in the press, no doubt owing to his 
disguise. Why should not other learned persous who desire 
to avoid newspaper paragraphs follow his example ? 





Excerpt, perhaps, in a few cases under certain statutes, a 
person who makes a false document is not guilty of forgery 
unless he intends to defraud. This has been laid down by 
many judges. Now, ‘to defraud” means (it is submitted) to 
gain some advantage dishonestly. Therefore the miscreant 
who, on Sunday last, summoned a number of reserve soldiers 
to Wellington Barracks by means of a false notice has probably 
not committed forgery. The notice purported to emanate 
from the War Office, and to be signed by a certain officer. 
It was received by a number of reserve men by post, 
and many of them thought it to be genuine, and at great 
inconvenience, and probably at some cost, attended at the 
barracks for further orders. The act was no doubt committed 
merely in a spirit of wanton mischief, and the guilty DP ee 
could not possibly reap any advantage from it. He will most 
likely never be discovered, but if he is discovered, the question 
will at once arise what can be done with him. It does not 
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appear _that he has committed any offence against statute 
law. Everyone, however, will admit that he has committed 
an act which is most injurious to the interests of the 
State, and deserving of severe punishment. There are many 
statutory provisions by which it is made felony to forge certain 
documents of importance or of a public nature. There is, 
however, no statute making it penal to fabricate any document 
whatever of a public or official character. Such a provision 
seems to be required. It would be very easy to provide that 
the gravity of the offence and amount of punishment should 
depend upon the intent with which the false document was made. 
In many cases the offence might be dealt with summarily, and 
justice would be met by the infliction of a small fine. Some penalty 

wever, ought to be inflicted for the fabrication of any false 
official or public document. In the recent case it is possible 
that the guilty person might be held to be guilty of a mis- 
demeanour at common law, as his offence so nearly touches the 
welfare of the State. Also, if two or more were concerned in 
the matter, probably an indictment for conspiracy would 
lie 1 Ee them. Otherwise, it is difficult to see how the law 
could deal with the extremely mischievous person or persons 
who perpetrated this hoax. 





A pont of considerable importanca in respect of claims by 
trustees for relief under section 3 of the Judicial Trustees Act, 
1896, was decided by the Court of Appeal (Liyprxy, M.R., 
Jzunz, P., and Romer, L.J.) in Singlehurst v. Tapscott Steamship 
Co. (Limited) (ante, p. 717). The action was brought for the 
urpose of making the defendants liable for certain breaches of 
trust which it was alleged they had committed. The breaches of 
trust were denied on the pleadings, butthe defendants did not make 
any claim for relief under section 3 until the trial. The Vice- 
Chancellor of Lancaster held that, for the purpose of resisting the 
action, they were then too late, and, finding that the breaches of 
trust had been committed, he gave judgment against the defen- 
dants with costs, though without prejudice to any subsequent 
application which they might make for relief. So far as 
concerns the mere question of relief against the liability to make 
gocd the breach of trust, it may not be material whether the 
application is heard at the trial or afterwards; but upon the 
incidence of costs the order of procedure is all-important. A 
judgment against the trustees at the trial naturally, as in the 
present case, carries costs, and no application for relief could, it 
would seem, save~the trustees from the liability for costs thus 
incurred. If, however, the claim to relief is heard at the trial 
and succeeds, it operates as a defence to the action, and it is not 
necersary that, as a condition of obtaining relief, the trustees 
should pay the costs. ‘‘I do not understand,” said Romer, L.J., 
on the appeal in the present case, ‘‘why, in ordinary circum- 
stances, trustees should be liable for costs if, under the Judicial 
Trustees Act, they are excused from liability for their breach of 
trust.” It is essential, therefore, to determine whether the 
failure to plead the statute debars the trustees from relying 
upon it at the trial. Of course, if the application under the 
statute takes the plaintiff by surprise, this may be a reason why 
the trial should be adjourned upon special terms as to costs, but 
it would mar the efficacy of a very useful statute if it were 
tstablished as a rule of pleading that the statute must be 
specially pleaded. ‘In technical defences raised under the 
Statute of Frauds or the Statute of Limitations, it is necessary 
for the enactment relied on to be pleaded, but there is no 
ground for insisting upon this requirement in the case of the 
wlief available under the Judicial Trustees Act. The Court of 
Appeal accordingly reversed the decision of the Vice-Chancellor 
upon the point of practice, and also allowed the relief claimed. 





Ix tHE recent case of Hartley v. Maddocks (47 W. R. 573) 
Cozens-Harpy, J., acted upon the ancient distinction which 
allows apportionment of a rent reserved, but not of a rent- 
charge, when a part of the premises out of which the rent issues 

8 been recovered by title paramount. The effect of an 
eviction from the entirety of premises demised is to suspend the 


rent altogether, and the same result follows upon an eviction of 
the tenant from part, if it is the landlord himself who is the 





evictor: Morrison v. Chadwick (7 0. B. 266). Where, however, 
there has been an eviction from part of the premises by a person 
recovering under title paramount, the rent is apportioned, and the 
tenant is bound to continue to pay a proportionate part for the land 
which he still holds. ‘“ Seeing the rent is reserved out of and for 
the whole land, it is reasonable that when is evicted by an 
elder title, the lessee should not be charged with the whole rent, 
but that it should be apportioned rateably according to the value 
of the land” (Co. Litt. 1484). But while in the case of land held 
on lease, or otherwise granted subject to a reservation of rent, 
the benefit and the burden of the rent are thus, in the case of 
a partial eviction, adjusted equitably between the parties, a 
different course is pursued when a man has made a grant of a 
rent-charge out of land of which he purports to be the owner. 
He is not now paying the rent as a return for the advantage he 
has in the occupation of the land, but he is regarded as fulfilling 
his grant for which the land stands as security. Hence the rent 
has to be paid, although part of the land has been lost to the 
grantor. ‘Against his own grant,” says Lord Coxe (ubi supra), 
‘he shall not take advantage of the weakness of his own estate in 
part.” The reasonableness of the distinction seems to depend upon 
how far the payment of the rent-charge is a matter of contract, 
and how far it is intended to issue solely out of the land; but the 
distinction, as Cozens-Harpy, J., held in Hartley v. Maddocks, 
is to be treated as an existing one, and, moreover, a rent 
reserved is apportionable not only where the rent is strictly 
reserved, but als», as in that case, where it is created by means 
of a limitation taking effect under the Statute of Uses. 








THE EFFECT OF THE DISCLOSURE OF TRUSTS 
OF MORTGAGE MONEYS. 


Tue convenience of the existing practice under which, upon an 
advance of trust moneys on mortgage, the trusts are kept off the 
title to the mortgaged property is illustrated by the trouble 
caused in cases where, by inadvertence, the trusts have been 
disclosed. An instance of this occurred in the recent case of Je 
Blaiberg and Abrahams’ Contract (47 W.R 634) before Kexewicu, 
J. In 1880 the owners in fee of freehold property mortgaged 
it to secure the sum of £6,000, In 1882 the mortgage debt 
and security were transferred to A. and B. in consideration 
of £6,000 recited in the deed of transfer to be paid by 
them out of moneys belonging to them on a joint account. 
In February of the present year the then owner of the 
equity of redemption ia the mortgaged property agreed 
to sell it free from incumbrances, it being arranged that 
the £6,000 should be paid off out of the purchase-money. At 
the time of the sale B. had died, and, having regard to the form 
of the transfer to A. and B., there would of course have been no 
difficulty in taking a receipt for the mortgage money from A. 
alone. But, by a mistake, the purchasers acquired the know- 
ledge that the moneys advanced by A. and B. belonged to them as 
the trustees of a marriage settlement of 1848, and that they 
were not the original trustees of the settlement ; moreover that 
a new trustee, C., had been appointed in the place of B., 
though the appointment was in fact invalid, and no transfer of 
the mortgage had been made to him. Under these circum- 
stances, the purchasers contended that they were affected with 
notice of the trusts, and that they were entitled to insist upon 
a requisition having for its object the production of evidence 
that A., as sole trustee of the settlement, had a good derivative 
title under the original trustees so as to be able to give an 
effectual discharge for the mortgage money. The vendor, on 
the other hand, contended that the trusts had not been a 
on the title, and that, notwithstanding their accidental dis- 
closure, the mode in which the mo had been dealt with in 
the transfer to A. and B. formed a sufficient protection to the 
purchaser in paying the money to A. 

Without going into the origin of the practice under which 
trusts are kept off the title to a mo: , it is sufficient to refer 
to Re Harman and Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Railway Co. 
(31 W. R. 857, 24 Ch. D. 720) as evidence of its efficacy. “It 
is admitted,”’ said Pzarson, J., in that case, ‘‘ that, according to 
& very convenient practice, it is usual, when a mortgage is made 
to trustees, to keep the trusts off the face of the mortgage deed, 
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and to introduce ,a recital that the persons who are in fact 
trustees are entitled to the mortgage money on a joint account, 
and it is admitted that in such a case the court has 
always refused to make any inquiry into the trusts, 
because to do so would defeat a practice which has been 
introduced for the benefit of Her Majesty’s subjects.” In 
that case property had in 1840 been mortgaged to W. in fee, 
there being nothing in the mortgage deed to shew that he was 
not the beneficial owner of the mortgage money. He died in 
1842, having appointed three persons (of whom his wife was 
one) trustees and executors, and having devised to them his 
trust and mortgage estates. The widow alone proved the will 
and acted as trustee, the other two trustees disclaiming the 
trusts. In 1854 the widow foreclosed the mortgage, and in 
1865, by a deed indorsed on the mortgage deed, she conveyed 
the property, without receiving any pecuniary consideration for 
it, to X., Y., and Z. in fee as joint tenants at law and in equity. 
This indorsed deed contained a recital that the testator, W., 
held the money secured by the mortgage on an account 
under which X., Y., and Z. were then solely entitled thereto. 
In 1868 X., Y., and Z. conveyed to a purchaser, the conveyance 
containing no covenants for title except the ordinary trustees’ 
covenant that they had not incumbered. Upon a subsequent 
sale, the objection was taken that evidence must be adduced of 
the truth of the recital in the deed of 1865 that X., Y., and Z. 
were then entitled to the mortgage money, and that, if W. was 
a trustee of the money, the title of X., Y., and Z. tosucceed him in 
the trust must be shewn. In point of fact, the mode in which the 
testator’s widow had dealt with the property abundantly shewed 
that he must have been a trustee, but this is no more than 
occurs in all cases where trust money is advanced under the 
usual form, ‘Everyone knows,” said Pzarson, J., ‘‘ that when 
in a mortgage deed the mortgage money is stated to belong to 
several persons on a joint account, those persons are, in ninety- 
nine cases out of a hundred, trustees of the money, and yet the 
court has always resolutely refused to go behind the recital or to 
inquire what the trusts are.” Accordingly he declined to allow 
the purchasers to go behind the recital of the title of X., Y., and | 
Z., and he held that there was no notice that they held as 
trustees so as to make it incumbent to inquire into the nature of 
the trusts. 

More recently the efficacy of the common forms under which 
notice of trusts is kept off conveyances to trustees was affirmed 
by Csrrry, J.,in Carritt v. Real and Personal Advance Co. (37 
W. R. 677, 42 Ch. D. 263), where he pointed out the danger of 
imperilling the practice of conveyancers in such matters, even 
where the object of the practice was to conceal a portion of 
the real transaction. ‘It appears to me,” he said, “that I am 
not at liberty to say at this day that where purchasers are 
dealing with real estate or leasehold estate they are not entitled 
to frame their deed (so long as they do not make any direct 
misrepresentation on the face of it) according to the ordinary 
forms used by conveyancers and according to those forms 
which disclose part only of the transaction.” 

It would be an advantage if so convenient a practice as 
the nondisclosure of the trusts was not liable to be lost 
by their accidental discovery. The practice is respected by 
the courts notwithstanding the strong presumption of the 


ASSURANCES OF REGISTERED LAND. 
IV. 
MorteaGes oF ReGisTeRED Lanp. 

Division into Classes.—Mortgages of registered land may be 
divided into four classes, the effects of which are different, 
Mortgages of the first class are made by the registered 
proprietor executing a charge in the prescribed form, and are 
perfected by the entry on the register of the mortgagee ag 
proprietor of the charge. Mortgages of the second class are 
not made by the registered proprietor, or in any prescribed 
form, but they are perfected by registration. Mortgages of the 
third class are effected by unregistered assurances and are not 
in a prescribed form; and mortgages of the fourth class are 
made by the deposit of the land certificate. 

REGIsTERED CHARGES. 

Mortgages of the first aud second classes are effected by an 
instrument and completed by registration. The power to mort- 
gage the land by a registered charge is conferred on the 
registered proprietor by the Land Transfer Act, 1875, s, 22, 
amended by the Land Transfer Act, 1897, Schedule (22), and ig 
conferred on a person who is not the regi tered proprietor, but 
who claims by title paramount, by the Land Transfer Rules, r. 120, 
applying rule 101 (already discussed ante p. 759), with the neces- 
sary modifications, to registered charges. Where the charge is 
made by the registered proprictor, it has to be made in the 

rescribed form, unless it is a charge under the Building 
Bocieties Acts (Land Transfer Act, 1897, s. 9 (3) ); but where it 
is made by any other person, no form is prescribed. The Acts 
do not state to what incumbrances, estates, or interests a 


registered charge is to be subject, but considering that it is a- 


mere statutory charge on the land, it is only reasonable to 
suppose that where it is made by the registered proprietor it is 
subject to all estates, interests, and incumbrances which appear 
by the register to be prior to his estate, and if the land is 
registered with possessory title, to all estates, &c., adverse to the 
title of the first registered proprietor and subsisting or capable 
of arising at the time of his registration. The question to what 
incumbrances, &c., a registered charge made by a person claim- 
ing by title paramount to that of the registered proprietor is 
subject, must depend upon the nature of the title of the person 
making the charge, but as the entries on the register made under 
rule 101 are to be such as the registrar shall under the circum- 
stances deem fit, an inspection of the register will shew to what 
incumbrances, &c., the charge is liable, and it should be remem- 
bered that possibly the charge may be free from incumbrances 
to which the estate of the registered proprietor may be liable. 
Notice of Trusts —In any case, ad oe the charge is made 


by the registered proprietor or not, the chargee is not affected - 


by notice of a trust of any nature : see Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
Schedule (83) (1), replacing Land Transfer Act, 1875, s, 83 (1), 
Implication of Covenants.—The registration of the charge im- 
plies a covenant by the person who is registered proprietor at 
the time of registration of the charge, in the absence of an en 
to the contrary on the register, for payment of the princip 
with interest, on the named day, and for the payment of 
interest after default, and in the case of leaseholds, for pay- 
ment of rent, and observance of the covenants, &c., in the lease, 





existence of a trust which arises from the ordinary form of con- 
veyance, and the knowledge of the parties is not really in any | 
¢ measure affected by the actual communication of the | 


grea’ 
trusts. In Re Blaiberg and Abrahams’ Contract, however, KExEwicn, 


J., held that this actual communication made all the difference, | 
and that though the risk was “ perfectly trifling and inappre- 
ciable,” yet, when once the actual existence of the trust had 
come to the knowledge of the purchaser, he was justified in 
inquiring into the title of the person purporting to be the 
trustee to give a discharge for the trust money. 








Reneing the o of a church institute at Llanelly, Sir John 

-P., said he remembered when he was High Sheriff having to 

meet Lord Chief Justice, who was on assize duty. As soon as the 

—_ out of the train he said, ‘‘ Hallo, is that you, Llewelyn? 

last I saw you you ran me out.’’ They had, added Sir John 

Llewelyn, been batting together for a long time, and in his anxiety to ; 
make more runs he got the future Lord Chief Justice run out. 





and for the indemnity of the proprietor of the charge against 
them. (Sect. 24.) Oare must be taken, where the charge is 
made by title paramount, to insert an entry on the register 
negativing the implication of a covenant for payment by the 
registered proprietor. 

Remedies.—Subject to any entry to the contrary on the register, 
the — of a registered charge has the following remedies : 
(1) he may take possession of the land subject to the liabilities 


of a mortgagee in possession; (2) he may foreclose; and (3) if 
the charge is with power of sale, he may sell and transfer the 


land. he above-mentioned remedies are gonferred by the 
Land Transfer Act, 1875, s. 25-27. Healso has the powers coa- 
ferred on mortgagees by the Oonveyancing Act, 1882, ss. 19, 
21 (except sub-sections 1 and 4) 22, 23, and 24: see Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, s, 9 (2). 

Certificate of Charge-—The chargee acquires on registration 
the right to have a certificate of charge (Land Transfer Act, 
1875, 8. 22), and the certificate has to be produced on every 
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eitry in the register of a disposition by the registered proprietor 


of the charge): Land Transfer Act, 1897, s. 8 (1). 
Safety of Registered Charges.—The practical result appears to 
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be that, subject to any estate, &c., protected by an entry on the| Adulteration of Food: Statutes and Cases dealing with Coffee, Tea, 
ay be a nor and in the case of land registered with poss title | Bread, Seeds, Food and Drugs, Margarine, Fertilisers, and Feeding 
erent subject to any estate, &c., paramount to the estate of the first | Stuffs, &c., &c., including the Food and =—— 1899, 
stored registered proprietor, a person can safely advance money on | Dovaias O. BarTuEy, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens 
d are the security of a registered charge, whether made by the | Sons (Limited). Price 8s. 
ee as registered proprietor or not, and that the — will be 
8 are peeteally in val “¥ position = $ rh <4 en @ mort- : 
ar in fee simple of unregiste with one important 
ra Eeption. In the latter case, if a mortgagee goes into possession CORRESPONDENCE. 

in ordinary THE LATE LORD WATSON. 









and retains possession for twelve years, in 0: cases, 
without acknowledging the title of the mortgagor, he acquires 
the fee free from any right of redemption ; but the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, s. 12, prevents a registered chargee from acquiring 
title in this manner. As, however, the section only prevents 
title from being acquired as against the registered proprietor of the 
land by the operation of the statutes of limitation, it has 
been suggested by Messrs. Brickdale and Sheldon in their 
treatise that the registered charge should be accompanied by 
a registered transfer of the land itself to the chargee ; the result 
being that, if the chargee goes into possession, he can acquire 
title as against the chargor by length of time under the statute. 

Stipulations.—The stipulations mentioned in the Land Transfer 
Rules, first schedule, form 39, and such other stipulations as 
the registrar shall approve, may be added to the charge: 
Land Transfer Rules, rr. 106 and 107. 

Charge accompanied by Unregistered Assurance-—It will be 
found convenient, in all except the simplest cases, to employ 
two instruments—one a mortgage in the same form as if 
the land was not registered (this instrument will contain such 
provisions as cannot conveniently be introduced as stipulations 
in the registered charge), the other a registered charge, which 
will usually be accompanied by a registered transfer of the 
land. If the unregistered mortgage is properly stamped, the 
instruments of charge and transfer do not require any stamp : 
Land Transfer Rules, r. 164. 

Charges made by Title Paramount.—The remarks made as to 
registered charges made by the registered proprietor apply to 
charges made under a title paramount under rule 101, save 
that the instrument of charge in the latter case is not made 
in a prescribed form. 

Completion.—It is suggested in 2 Key & Elphinstone, p. 3, 
that possibly it, may become the practice to ae the charge 
entered on the register before actual payment of the money, 
adding that, where this is done, and the certificate of charge 
is handed to the proprietor of the land to be retained 
by him until the money is actually paid, the latter will be 
reasonably safe. Another scheme which may be suggested 
is, that the money should be paid immediately after the 
register has been searched (by telegraph if completion is 
to be out of London: Land Transfer Rules, r. 225), on 
the delivery to the mortgagee of the charge executed by 
the registered proprietor and the deposit of the land certifi- 
cate by him with the chargee, or at the registry. Where, 
as often happens in the case of public-houses, several mortgages 
are executed simultaneously, but are intended to rank one after 
the other, a stipulation in the form (5) in clause B. in form 39 
in the first schedule to the Land Transfer Rules should, with the 
necessary alterations, be inserted in each charge. In a case of 
this nature the mortgage moneys can safely be 
after a search of the registry, on the deposit of the land certificate 
at the registry, and on delivery of a charge ready for registration 
to each mortgagee. 
, On the transfer of a registered charge, the money may be paid 
immediately after a search in the registry, on delivery of a 
transfer ready for execution to the transferee, and on the 
ei of the certificate of charge to him or depositing it in the 
registry, 







































(Zo be continued.) 








The death is announced of the ht Hon. John Monroe, LL.D., 


aid immediately | Ord 


[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have read with interest and much satisfaction the apprecia- 
tien of Leod Weteen te July Se ee eee 

Pee saber to Go anaes Ot Be re ere . There seems 
to be some misapprehension in on this subject, and therefore 
it may be well to say that, w Lord Watson’s as an 
advocate was undoubtedly slow, he had by 1867-68 a large practice, 
and for several years before he was appointed Solicitor-General he 
was a leading counsel, on one side or the other, in most of the 
important civil causes in Scotland. My ion is that his 
appointment as a law officer of the Crown came to him practically as 
a matter of —_ and of course, because of his ing and success 
at the bar, and was generally so regarded in legal circles in Scotland 
at the time. A reference to the Court of Session reports for the years 
in question will easily verify my statements so far as they are of fact. 
May I add that Scotland owes a debt of gratitude to Lord Watson, 
not only for his work as a judge, but because of the thorough and 
admirable manner in which he supervised, in the House of Lords, the 
terms of Acts of Parliament dealing with Scots law. ‘ 
JouN A. SPENS. 


169, West George-street, Glasgow, 30th September, 1899. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (OCTOBER), 1899. 


OrnpER XXII. RvueE 174. 

1. After the words ‘‘3 per cent. Metropolitan Consolidated Stock ” 
in Rule 17 of this Order, add ‘‘ Inscribed 2} per Cent. Debenture 
Stock issued by the Corporation of London, and secured by a trust 
deed dated the 24th of June, 1897.” 

OrpveR LII. RULE 24. 

2. If upon an application under section thirteen of the Solicitors 
Act, 1888, to strike the name of a solicitor off the roll of solicitors or 
to require a solicitor to answer the allegations contained in an affidavit, 
the committee appointed under that shall find and t that 
the solicitor has not been guilty of professional misconduct, the 
solicitor may, at any time within three calendar months after the date 
of the report, apply by summons to a Judge in Chambers for an order 
for payment to him by the applicant of the cost of and occasioned by 
the application to the committee and of the summons, and the Judge 
shall make such order thereon as he shall think just; and such order 
shall be final and without appeal. 

OrDER LV. RULE 4a, 

urposes of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, it is desirable 
to ascertain the Peir-at-law or any devisee or legatee of the 
who has died having real estate vested in him, within the meaning of 
that Act, the same may be — — dh co — 
with regard to carrying out isions may ven, 
on any originating summons taken out under Rules 3 or 4 of this 
er. 


3. If, for the 


Ornper LXV. Apprnprx N (136). 

4. After item 136 in Appendix N, add “ of a petition in a pending 
cause or matter by the solicitor of the party to whom the same is 
delivered, such sum (if any) as the taxing officer may in his discretion 
think reasonable. 

5. These Rules, which shall come into operation on the 24th of 
October, 1899, may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(October), 1899; and each Rule may be cited — he 
heading thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
1883. 











It is ery, that applications in case of great y which 
immediately or prom) before morning 
weak many be made to Mr. 2 Darling at the Manor-howse, Lower 


Slaughter, Burton-on-the- Water. 





a a judge of the High Court of Justice in Ireland. In 1896 he 
tesigned his judgeship in consequence of failing health. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
LEAVER v. TORRES. 4th Oct. 


Practice—Pzrson or Unsounp Minn nor so Founp sy InquisttioN—APPLii- 
CATION BY PLAINTIFF THAT PERSON BE ASSIGNED GUARDIAN OF DEFENDANT 
—R.S8.C., XIII., 1. 

This was a motion on behalf of the defendant Albert Torres, a person of 
unsound mind, by Rosa de Torres, his guardian ad litem duly appointed, 
that the judgment entered in this action on the 24th of June, 1899, and 
the order made in this action dated the 14th of July, 1899, and all 

in this action subsequent to the writ herein, and all proceed- 

under the said jelquent and order might be set aside as i lar, on 

the ground that the defendant, being a person of unsound mind, not so 
found by inquisition, not having entered appearance to the writ of 
summons herein, the plaintiff did not, before further p ing in this 
action against the defendant, apply to the court or a judge for an order 
that some be assigned guardian of the defendant, by whom he might 

appear and defend the action, and that no order was made appointing a 

guardian to the defendant, and on the ground that the defendant, at the 

date of the issue of the writ in this action and of the contract in respect 
of which the action was brought, was a person of unsound mind, and that 
the defendant by his said guardian ad litem might be at liberty to enter 
an a) ce to this writ of summons and defend this action. The action 
was brought — the defendant, who was a person of unsound mind 
not so found by inquisition, for specific performance of an agreement to 
take a lease of a house at a rent of £200 a year and fixtures, together with 
ade sty A of wine. The defendant not having appeared, judgment 

been signed. No guardian ad litem had at that time been appointed. 

By ord. 13, r. 1, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883: ‘* Where no 

appearance has been entered to a writ of summons for a defendant who is 

an infant ora person of unsound mind not so found by inquisition, the 
plaintiff shall, before further proceeding with the action against the 
defendant, apply to the court ora judge for an order that some proper 

be assigned guardian of such defendant, by whom he may appear 
and defend the action. But no such order shall be made unless it appears 
on the hearing of such application that the writ of summons was duly 
served, and that notice of such applicaticn was, after the expiration of the 
time allowei for appearance, and at least six clear days before the day in 
such notice named for hearing the application, served upon or left at the 
dwelling-house of the person with whom or under whose care euch 
defendant was at the time of serving such writ of summons, and 
also (in the case of such defendant being an infant not residing 
with or under the care of his father or guardian) served upon or 
left at the dwelling-house of the father or guardian, if any, of 
such infant, unless the court or judge at the time of hearing 
such application shall dispense with such last-mentioned service.” 

In support of the motion it was submitted that by ord. 13, r. 1, it was 

obligatory upon a plaintiff who sued a person of unsound mind not so 

found by inquisition to obtain the appointment of a guardian ad litem. 

For the plaintiff, it was submitted tnat the rule only applied where the 

plaintff knew the defendant to be of unsound mind. Up to 1892 the 

authorities were conflicting, but the whole law was settled by Jmperial 

Loan Co. v. Stone (1892, 1 Q. B. 599, 40 W. R. Dig. 135). Re Clarke 

(46 W. R. 337; 1898, 1 Ch. 336) shewed that the court would not interfere 

with a issuing execution against a lunatic where the judgment had 

been o bond fide In reply upon behalf of the defendant it was 
submitted that Imperial Loan Co. v. Stone was a common law action, 
and did not apply where, as in the present case, there was an appeal to the 
discretionary power of the court: Furnival v. Brooke (49 L. T. 134). In 
the old order 13 the word ‘‘ may ’’ occurred, but in the year 1883 that word 
was altered to ‘‘ shall.”” The defendant had not yet had an opportunity 
of defending the action. He might bs able to prove that he was of 
unsound mind to the knowledge of the plaintiff. Fry on Specific 

Performance, p. 124, was also in the defendant’s favour. 

Danie, J., in giving judgment, said that the ma‘ter was rather a 
peculiar ove. It seemed that the plaintiff issued a writ against the 
defendant, as to whom it now appeared that he was a person of unsound 
mind not so found by inquisition. The ——— had proceeded to sign 
judgment against the defendant. The plaintiff had not, before signing 
judgment, applied to the court for the appointment of a guardian to 
defend the action upon the defendant’s behalf. The question was whether, 
assuming the plaintiff did not know that the defendant was of unsound 
mind, he could take the steps he had without obtaining the appointment 
of a guardian to the defendant. Upon behalf of the plaintiff it was said 
that ord. 13, r. 1, only applied where the defendant was of unsound 
iff at the time the contract 
, ; Imperial Loan Co. v. Stone 
established the proposition that, in order that the defendant might 
succeed in the action, he must establish that the plaintiff knew 
that the defendant was of unsound mind at the time that the 
contract was entered into, but he did not think that that case went the 
length of deciding that the plaintiff was absolved from taking the 
steps which order 13 said he must take. Before the present rule the word 
was “‘ may,” and, therefore, the judge bad a discretion. But after Furniral 
v. Brooke the word *‘ may” was struck out and “‘ shall” was put in. ‘The 
rule was quite = — — the defendant was of unsound mind, the 
plaintiff must take the step of getting a guardian appointed, whether the 
unsoundness of mind was to his Ensgiehes or not. he fact that the same 
rule applied to an infant (in many ca:es it was very difficult to recover 

an infant) shewed that the rule was for the protection of the defen- 
Order asked for made, to be suspend<d for a month, the plaintiff 
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undertaking to a) at once.—OounseL, Alexander, Q.0., and Hodge ; 
Everitt, Q.C., Hy folly. Soxtcrrors, Francis $ Johnson 3 Morris § B 


rown= 
john. 
“a (Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890, and Re THE MICA 
MANUFACTURING CO. (LIM.). 4th Oct. 
Vacation Bustness—Urcency—Morion to Recriry Recisrer or Mempgrs 
or Company. 

This was a motion on behalf of John Townsend Kirkwood, of Boldre.« 
wood, Burghfield-common, Mortimer, R.8.0., in the county of Berks, one 
of her Majesty’s justices of the peace, that the register of members of the 
above-named company might be rectified by removing the name of the 
applicant therefrom as the holder of 340 shares therein, on the ground that 
he never applied for or accepted an allotment of any shares in the said 
company, and was not a holder of any shares therein. Counsel for the 
respondents took the objection that the motion was not vacation business, 
There was no urgency in the matter. 

Daruine, J., said that he did not wish to create a precedent. The 
motion did not appear to be of an urgent nature, and must stand over till 
the second motion day of next sittings.—OounseL, Alexander, Q.C., and 
Douglas; Van Neck (Whinney with him). Souscrrors, Atkinson § Dresser ; 
Sheffield, Son, §& Powell. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law. | 


TOBY AND ANOTHER v. MAJOR. 4th Oct. 


Covenant ix Restraint or Trape—Vatipiry—OovenantTor Not INTER- 
ESTED IN Busrngss—Pvustic Poticy. 

This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs for an injunction restraining 
the defendant, his servants, and agents from directly or indirectly setting 
up, exercising, carrying on, or being in any way concerned or interested 
in the business of a baker, confectioner, or seller of bread, confectionery, 

astry, or flour within a distance of three miles radiating from No. 154, 
almer-road, Notting Hill, in the county of Middlesex, and from soliciting 
or serving any person or persons whomsoever within the said distance, or 
that such other order might be made as to the court should seem meet. 
It appeared from the affidavits that the defendant opened a shop at No. 
154, Walmer-road, Notting Hill, and there commenced to carry on his 
business until the early part of the year 1893, when certain bakers 
in the neighbourhood of Notting Hill offered to purchase the defendant’s 
premises from him ; and, after certain negotiations, the defendant agreed 
to sell his premises to them for £100, and in consideration of the said 
purchase he further agreed that he would not in future carry on or be 
interested in the business of baker and confectioner within three miles of 
the said shop, No. 154, Walmer-road. The said bakers then agreed to 
sub-sell the business to one Joseph Stautt for £75, and the whole trans- 
action was carried into effect by means of an indenture dated the 11th of 
March, 1893. By this indenture between the defendant of the first part, 
Ferdinand Henry Fiehn, Peter Grietzen, John George Henn, Henry 
Kohler, the plaintiff Thomas William Offer, Adolph Roth, Christiau 
Sonderheiner, the plaintiff William Toby, and Frederick Voake of the 
second part, and the said Joseph Stautt of the third part, the defendant, 
in consideration of the sum of £75 paid to him by the said J. 
Stautt, and of the sum of £25 paid to him by the said p rties 
of the second part, duly assigned his said business and the goodwill 
thereof to the said Joseph Stautt, and by the said indenture the 
defendant covenanted for himself, his executors, and administrators 
with the said J. Stautt, and with the said parties of the second part and 
their respective executors, administrators, and assigns, that he would not 
at any time thereafter, either directly or indirectly, set up, exercise, carry 
on, or be in any way concerned or interested in the business of a biker, 
confectioner, or seller of bread, confectionery, pastry, or flour, within a 
distance of three miles radiating from the said premises No. 154, Walmer- 
road, nor solicit or serve any person or persons whomsoever within the 
said distance ; and it was provided by such indenture that it should be 
competent upon and for any one of the parties of the second part to take 
proceedings for and on the behalf of all of them. The defendant 
re-entered into possession of the said premises on the 5th of August 
last (Stautt having closed the shop and left), and opened a baker’s 
shop thereon, and is now a = the trade or business of a 
baker and confectioner and is dealing with, soliciting, and serving 
persons residing within three miles of the said premises. In support 
of the motion it was submitted that as there was a specific contract 
an injunction was a matter of right: Underwood v. Barker (47 W. RK. 
347; 1899, 1 Oh. 300). For the defendant it was submitted that 
this was not the ordinary case of the sale of a business to a purchaser. 
The Association of Bakers had no interest whatever in the business, and 
the real object was to get rid of the defendant, who undersold the bakers 
in the neighbourhood. This was contrary to the interests of the residents 
at mrs | Hill and was against oe policy. The covenant was also 
unreasonable, and was therefore void. 

DanuinG, J., eaid that the case was a peculiar one. An Englishman set 
up business at Notting Hill. That did not suit a number of German 
bakers. What they in substance did was to find a man with £75, and they 
paid the defendant that sum and another £25 to give up his business. It 
was said upon behalf of the plaintiffs that what the ad8ociation did was to 
| the business of the defendant for £100 and to resell it for £75. He 

not think that that was so, and he thought that what they did was 
against public policy. It was said that, notwithstanding that, the plaintiffs 
were entitled to an injunction. He thought that that question might well 
be decided at the trial. The injunction must be refused without costs.— 
CounseL, Lavington ; Turrell. Soxrcrrons, Eves ; Pierron. 


| Reported by J. EB. Atvove, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


We continue, from p. 746, the extracts from the annual report of 
the Council :— 

Moneylending Bili.—Following on the Parliamentary inquiry to which 
reference was made in the Annual Report for 1898, a Bill to amend the 
law with respect to persons carrying on business as moneylenders was 
introduced in the House of Lords by Lord James of Hereford. The 
Council having, by request, submitted to the Parliamentary Committee 
suggestions which will be found in the A: ix to the Annual Report for 
1898, did not deem it necessary to criticize the Bill in detail, but they 
communicated with Lord James with respect to clause 1 (3), which in the 
view of the Council would have had the effect of invalidating titles to real 
estates depending on the exercise of a power of sale in a mortgage if the 
mortgagee proved to be an unregistered moneylender, and this notwith- 
standing that the purchaser might have purchased in good faith and with- 
out notice. His lordship introduced in Committee amendments that 
entirely obviated the objection taken by the Council, and amended the 
definition of moneylenders, so as to make it more clear that solicitors who 
occasionally lend money to clients are not within the purview of the Bill. 
The Bill as amended has passed the House of Lords. 

London Government Bill.—A clause originally inserted in this Bill 

vided that the council of any metropolitan borough might appear 
= any court or in any legal proceedings by the town clerk, or by any 
officer or member authorized generally or in respect of any special proceed - 
ing by resolution of the council, and that the town clerk, or any officer or 
member so authorized, might institute and carry on and conduct any pro- 
ceeding which the borough council were authorized to institute or carry 
on. As will be seen, it was proposed by this clause to authorize the 
appearance in, and the conduct of, legal proceedings by unqualified 
persons. Similar clauses have been inserted in private Bills, and have 
been consistently opposed by the society, but no similar clause has been 
inserted in a Government Bill for many years: consequently an important 
new departure was foreshadowed, which, in the interest not only of the 
legal profession but of the public, it was desirable to oppose, for it can 
bardly be contended that it is for the public interest that persons with no 
legal training should have the right to conduct l+gal proceedirgs on 
behalf of public authorities. 

The Council accordingly put themselves into communication with the 
General Council of the Bar, and a joint committee was formed to organize 
opposition. Mr. Cripps, Q C., M.P., one of the committee, gave notice of 
an amendment to «mit the clause, and a memorandum of reasons in 
support of the amendment prepared by the society was widely circulated. 
Tne Provincial Law Societies gave valuable assistance in the matter, and 
when the clause came before the Committee of the House it was struck 


out. 

The Ocuncil hope that as the House of Commons has now definitely 
pronounced against the clause in question, similar clauses will not in future 
be inserted in private Bills. 

Land Charges Bill, 1899.—A Bill, having for its object to give fuller effect 
to the policy of the Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888, 
has again been introduced by the Lord Chancellor. The present Bill 
follows generally Bill of 1898, some observation on which will be found 
on p. 108 of the Annual Report for 1898; but the Council are pleased to 
eee that the propored procedure in substitution for the procedure under 
the present Writ of Elegit, which they considered was open to criticism, 
has been abandoned, and that a clauee has been inserted providing that 
charges created by local Acts shall be registered at the central office, 
whether subject to local registration or not, and whether made before the 
passing of the Act or not. ‘ 

Palatine Court of Durham Bill.—A Government Bill has been introduced 
in the House of Lords for the purpose of amending the law relating to the 
Court of Chancery of the County Palatine of Durham. It is provided by 
clause 6 of the "Bil that the jurisdiction of the Palatine Court shall be 
such of the jurisdiction exercisable by the High Court through the Chancery 
Division as the Queen in Council may from time to time by order direct, 
and that the local limits of the said court shall be such as are from time to 
time fixed by Order in Council. The Council consider that it will not be 
conducive to the efficient administration of justice to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the Palatine Court of Durham either as regards the scope of its 
jurisdiction or the local limits thereof, and that it is not desirable that such 
un important matter as the jurisdiction of the court should be left to 
be defined by Order in Council. They have therefore petitioned against 
the Bill. The Bill has passed the House of Lords. 

Small Houses (Acquisition of Ownership) Bill.—Exception was taken to this 
Bill in that it contained a clause providing that a local authority making 
an advance under it should cause the ownership in respect of which the 
advance was made to be registered under the Land Tranefer Acts, and 
ancillary clauses providing for the establishment of local registries. 1t was 
considered that such a clause, if passed, would constitute a departure from 
the arrangement made when the Land Transfer Bill, 1897, was before 
Parliament — viz., that compulsory registration should be tried experi- 
mentally for a period of three years in a limited area, tince defined as the 
County of London, and should not be extended at all during the 
experimental period, and should be extended afterwards only on the 
initiative of the county council. ‘Ibe Bill being a Government Bill, a 
deputation consisting of the President of the society and representatives 
of provincial societies waited on the Attorney-General and placed this view 
of the case before him, und after coneultation with Mr. Chamberlain, who 
had charge of the Bill, the Attorney-General, while deprecating the 





implied, made at the time of the of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
ormed the society that Mr. had no desire to 

any arrangement which was understood to have been made, and au 

the Attorney-General to say that he would, at a later stage of the Bill, 
move the omission of the clause and vide for a simple register of 
advances made by local authorities, and of the names of those who are 
from time to time interested in the properties upon which such advances 
have been made. 

Solicitors Bill, 1899.— On p. 28 of the Annual Report for 1898 a 
statement will be found to the effect that, in to a communication 
from the Master of the Rolls, the Council had intimated to the Lord 
Chancellor and to the Master of the Rolls that they would have no 
objection to section 32 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, modified so as to 
give the court a discretionary power to restore to the roll a solicitor con- 
victed of acting as agent for, or permitting his name to be used by, an 
unqualified person. A Bill for this purpose introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor received the Royal Assent on the 6th of June. 

Conditions of sale restricting the right of the purchaser to employ his own 
solicitor.—Complaint having again been made to the Council of the 
practice more or less prevalent in parts of the West of England of 
providing by conditions of sale that the conveyance should be prepared 
by the vendor’s tolicitor at the cost of the purchaser, they have arranged, 
wish the concurrence of the local law societies, to take up a test case, 
having for its object a decision that the condition in question cannot be 
specifically enforced, and that a breach of it is the subject of merely 
nominal damages. Should a decision be obtained to this effect the 
Council hope that the condition, of which they strongly disapprove, will 
fall into disuse. A suitable test case has not yet been received. 

Stamp Duties Regulations.—In the annual report for the year 1898 atten- 
tion was called to the uncertainty and hardship caused by the retro- 
spective operations of decisions and regulations — stamp duties, 
and it was stated that the commissioners had expressed their willingness 
tp consider suggestions for a remedy, and that clauses for insertion in one 
of the Revenue Bills were under consideration. The Council also called 
the attention of the Lord Chancellor to the matter, and his lordship stated, 
under date the 30th of November, 1898, that he thought it was not reason- 
able to call for further duties on documents which had been stamped on 
the faith of the practice of the Inland Revenue. The chairman of the Board 
of Inland Revenue resigned while the clauses proposei by the society were 
under consideration of the commissioners, and his successor declined to 
accept the clauses, and at the same time expressed the opinion that the 
power of the board to remit penalties in cases where an additional stamp 
18 required is sufficient. In this opinion the Council cannot concur, for 
the reasons which they have already stated. They will revert to the 
question of legislation when the opportunity seems favourable, but in the 
meantime they have, by arrangement with the commissioners, agreed to 
support a case disputing the claim of the commissioners to duty in addition 
to the transfer duty in the case of transfers of mo es in part repaid to 
which the mortgagor is a party, and in which the old proviso for redemp- 
tion is released and a new proviso is inserted. As regards as-ignments of 
leaseholds subject to an overriding ground-rent, such as occur when lard 
held on lease is sold in lots without a legal apportionment of the originai 
rent—anotter of the cases under discussion with the commissioners— 
the question of a duty has been decided in the case of Swayne v The 
Commissioners (1899, 1 Q. B. 335) adversely to the com nissioners. The 
Council did not support this case, deeming it inadvisable to do so while 
the clauses were being considered, and it may be added generally that tLe 
Council do not consider it within the province of the society to take up 
stamp | cases unless they directly affect solicitors, as, for instance, by 
altering a long-established construction of the Stamp Acts. 

Cases affecting solicitors.—The following cases affecting solicitors have 
been suppor by the Council during the past year: Particulars of claim 
ordered instead of pleadings.—On a summons for directions an order was 
made for delivery of particulars of claim instead of pleadings. The 
defendant’s solicitor charged for perusal of particulars. e fee was dis- 
allowed on taxation. On summons to review, held by Channell, J., that 
when particulars are ordered in lieu of pleadings they should be treated as 
pleadings, being statements in writing of the claim and demand of any 
plaintiff and of the defence of any defendant within the meaning of 
the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 100, and that the fees for perusal and 
delivery, as in the case of pleadings, should be allowed: Morris 
v. Cowlard, the 20th of June, 1898. Negotiating mortgages of personal 
property.—A solicitor negotiated mort, of a reversionary interest 
in personal property. Held by Kekewich, J., that his charges for 
negotiation should be according to the percen’ scale under the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Act: Re Furber (67 L. J. R. Ch. 593; 1898, 2 Oh. 538; 79 
L. T. R. 266).  Solicitor-executor’s profit costs.—A solicitor had been 
appointed sole executor with power to charge. A creditor’s administration 
aciion was commenced in which the solicitor was defendant. The 
estate was found to be insolvent. Held by the Court of Appeal (Lindley, 
MR, and Chitty and Collins, L.JJ.) that the solicitor was not as aguinst 
creditors entitled to his profit c sts in relation to the action or otherwise 
incurred in the administration of his ectate: Re White, Pennell v. Franki.n 
(67 L. J. R. Ch. 502; 1898, 2 Ch. 217; 78 L. T. R. 770; 46 W. R. 676). 
Purchase and sub-sale: Solicitors’ charges.—Solicitors acted for a client who 
had entered into a contract to purchase leasehold pro for the sum of 
£6,500. They had investigated title, and drawn requisitions and draft 
assignment, when the purchaser entered into a contract to sell the 
property for £6,700. Tney then delivered the requisitions on title, and 
received answers thereto, and delivered an abstract of title to the sub- 
purcharer’s solicitors, sending therewith a copy of the requisitions and 
answers. ‘The sub-purchaser's solicitors draft assi 


weaSvenalf’ of the 
suggestion that there had been any breach of the arrangement, express or ( they sent to the purchaser’s eolicitors, who perused it on of the 
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» map er and then forwarded it to the vendor’s solicitor, who 

on behalf of the original vendor, and returned it to the solicitors 

who sent it on to the solicitors of the sub- 

e assignment the vendor, with the concurrence of the 

» assigned direct to the sub-purchaser, and the 

purchaser also assigned to him and confirmed the vendor's 

ent. All ies attended completion, and the sub-purchaser paid 

to the original vendor, and £200 to the original purchaser. Held 

by the Court of Appeal (Rigby and Vaughan Williams, L.JJ.), distinguishing 

Re Read (Scale Digest 425), that on the facts of the case the sub-purchaser 

was in the position of a nominee of the Se Pema, and the client 

} by counsel having agreed to allow the scale fee on the resale, held 

the solicitors were not entitled to the scale fee on the original pur- 

chase, inasmuch as the original purchase had not been completed, but 

should charge according to the old system as altered by Schedule II.: Re 
Baillie ¢ Co. (Law Times, 25th March, 1899, p. 479.) 

Special fees to Queen’s Counsel in the Chancery Division.—The Council have 
been in correspondence with the General Council of the Bar on the sub- 
ject of the payment of special fees to Queen’s Counsel in the Chancery 
Division. The question arises when a Queen’s Counsel attached to a 
particular court in the Chancery Division, who has appeared at the trial 
of an action in that court, is asked to appear on the further considera- 
tion of such action in a court other than that to which he is attached. 
The General Council of the Bar state that there is no rule of the 
bar that a Queen’s Counsel shall require a special fee in such 
circumstances, but that there is a well-known practice to that 
effect, and that such practice has been established for the benefit 
of suitors, so as to render it practically certain that a suitor who has 
retained a Quéen’s Counsel in a particular court shall have the services of 
that couneel. The Council of the society do not, however, agree with the 
view taken by the General Council of the Bar. They think that it is to the 
benefit of suitors that counsel who have been engaged in a case should, 
follow it to its termination, and they think that it is possibly of more 
importance that the counsel originally retained should appear on the 
hearing on further consideration than it is that he should appear on an 

which he now does without a special fee, and they consider that 
the suitor suffers by the existing system. 

Proceedings under the Solicitors Acts.—The tenth annual report of the 
committee appointed under the Solicitors Act, 1888, will be found in the 
appendix. During the past year seven solicitors, who were convicted of 
various offences, have, on the application of the society, been struck off 
the roll. Orders for attachment have been obtained against two unqualified 

for acting as solicitors. Convictions under section 12 of the 

tors Act, 1874, have been obtained against twelve unqualified persons, 

and in others proceedings have been abandoned on payment of costs by 
the defendants. Appeals against the refusal of the society to grant appli- 
cations for practising certificates in cases coming within section 16 of the 
ici Act, 1888, have been heard by the Master of the Rolls, and with 
his lordship has upheld their decisions. An appeal under 


24 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, was made to a Divisional Court in 
last. The appellant was a solicitor who in the year 1896 hid 


suspended from practice for a period of two years. During the 
of his su sion the applicant became bankrupt, and while undis- 
charged applied to the society for the renewal of his certificate, the term 
his ion having expired. In the circumstances of the case the 
society the application. The Divisional Court dismirsed the 
A clause in the Solicitors Bill, 1899, which is now waiting the 
Assent, provides that section 16 of the Solicitors Act, 1888, sball 
to every solicitor who rye for a fresh certificate to prac- 
ter having been struck off the rojl or suspended from practice. 
stated in last year’s report, the attention of the Council had been 
drawn to the practice of debt collectors and of so-called Trade Protection 
Societies, by their representatives and other unqualified persons, taking 
and appearing in county courts in various ways for reward, 
ly in the form of a commission on the recovery of the debts. The 
communicated with the Provincial Law Societies to ascertain how 
fer it was the feeling of the profession that the practice ought to be 
prohibited. The replies were by no means unanimous as to the existence 
of the evil, and the Council have therefore postponed the further con- 
sideration of the subject. They endeavoured to get a clause inserted in 
the Solicitors Bill, 1899, which would have enabled the society to deal 
with ified persons practising in the county court by a procedure less 
cumbersome than that provided under section 26 of the Solicitors Act, 
1860. The Government, however, opposed the insertion of the clause, and 
it bad to be abandoned. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES, 


Busrxcusm Law Srvpexte’ Soctery.— October 3.—Mr. H. A. Pearson, 
» i —The subject under discussion was, ‘‘ That sland«r should 
in all cases be actionable without proof of special damaze.’’ The speakers 
the affirmative were: Messrs. H. Baden, E. A. Sheldon, C. H. Hunt, 
. and G. J. G. Botteley; and in the negative: Mesers. 8. J. 
- Wearing, W. H. Coley, W. Somers, G. Thomas, 8. P. P. 
. C. Pearson. The moot point was decided in the negative 
A hearty vote of to the chairman for presiding 
inge. 
Devatine ‘ hairman, 
.—The subject for debate was: “That the case of 
Attorney-General ¥. Carlton Bank , 2 Q. B. 158) was wrongfully 





decided.”” Mr. G. Stuart Seaton opened in the affirmative; Mr. W. V, 
Ball seconded in the affirmative. Mr. W. A. Jolly opened in the negative; 
Mr. C. A. Anderson seconded in the negative. The following memberg 
also spoke in the affirmative: Mr. Neville Tebbutt; in the negative: 
Mr.‘W. E. Tyldesley Jones, Mr. D. 8S. Cornock. Mr. Seaton replied, and 
the chairman having summed up, the motion was lost by four votes. 





LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Antuur Norman, solicitor, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. He was admitted in 1888. 

Mr. Wriu1am Fiscuzr Acnew, Recorder of Rangoon, has received the 
honour of Knighthood. 

Sir W. R. Anson, Bart., barrister, M.P., Warden of All Souls College, 
Oxford, has been appointed Chancellor of the Diocese of Oxford, in suc- 
cession to the late Mr. H. W. Cripps, Q.C. 

Mr. Cectzr Anspett Wriixrns, of the Indian Civil Service, has been 
appointed a Judge of the High Court at Calcutta, in succession to Mr. 
James O’Kinealy, who has retired. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
New PartNersHIr. 


A partnership has been arranged between Mr. Grorcze WH11son, of 
9, Regent-street, St. James’s, London, 8.W.,and Mr. Arravr Norman, 
late of the firm of Norman & Aston, of 23, Surrey-street, Strand, London. 
The business will, as from the 29th of September, be carried on at 
9, Regent-street, under the style of Willson & Norman. Mr. F. M. Aston 
has retired from the firm of Norman & Aston, and the business of that 
firm will in future be carried on by Messrs. Willson & Norman. 


DissoLUTIONS. 


Freperick ANDREW and ALExANpEeR Trotrer, solicitors (Andrew & 
Trotter), Lincoln. Oct. 1. 


Hersert Hankinson and James Rosrnson Mzraxwy, solicitors (Hankinson 
& Meakin), Derby. March 25. ; 


Cuartes VANDYKE THorNEYcrort and Gzorce Harry WI1x118, solicitors 
(Thorneycroft & Willis), 59, Chancery-lane, London. Aug. 8. Tne goocd- 
will and assets of the business have been purchased by the said George 
Harry Willis, who will continue to carry on the business under the same 
style on his own separate account. [ Gazette, Oct. 3. 


GENERAL. 


Itis stated that the Hon. Melville Brewer, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, has arrived in London for a short stay. 


A separate court of quarter sessions has been granted to Bournemouth, 
and the appointment to the recordership will shortly be made. 


Mr. Herbert Saxelby, solicitor, of Ironmonger-lane, who was recently 
committed for triai at the Mansion House on the charge of misappro- 
priating trust funds, and who was arrested on a warrant at Rouen by 
Detective-Inspector Cox, died in prison on Saturday morning. 

Lord Justice Romer will preside at the inaugural lecture of the coming 
session of the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association, which will take 
placa in the Inner Temple Hall on Wednesday evening, the Ist of 
November, when Lord Robert Cecil, Q.0., will deliver a lecture on 
‘Underground Water.’’ 


It is stated that works are in progress by which Somerset House, the 
Royal Courts of Justice, and the “gg od Court-buildings in Carey- 
street, Lincoln’s-inn, will be placed in direct communication with the 
headquarters of the Fire Brigade. Several fire-alarm posts are being 
erected for the purpose in each of the buildings named. 


At the Gu ldball police-court on Monday William Harker Newman was 
charged on remand with embezzling money belonging to his employer, Mr. 
Harry Ernest Warner, solicitor, of 10, Finsbury-circus. Mr. Humphreys 
said the accused had been managing clerk to the prosecutor for six monthe. 
Mr. Warner had a large practice in company work, and it was the duty of 
the accused to register the addresses of shareholders at Somerset House, 
and pay the fees. A serious feature of the case was that, owing to the 

risoner’s action, the prosecutor's clients had been made liable to penalties 
or non-registration amounting together to over £11,000. The Alderman 
remarked that it was a very case, but he could not possibly deal with it 
under the First Offenders Act. The accused would go to prison for three 
months with hard labour. . 


Dr. James Colquhoun, ex-treasurer of the Corporation of Glasgow, 
appeared on Wednesday at the High Court of Justicilary, Edinburgh, to 
receive sentence for over £50,000. The prisoner, as partner of 
J.&D. 7. Colquhoun, writers, of Glasgow, had received the money for 
investment on behalf of clients on various dates from 1880, Lord Trayner 
said he used no words of mere commonplace when he said it distressed him 
very much to see a man of Dr. oy standing in the dock, When 
he considered the period over w the misappropriation of money 
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a he felt this was not a case in which a light sentence could be 

. He then sentenced prisoner to penal servitude for five years. The 
sentence was received with some hisses. The feeling which was manifested 
in court when the comparatively light sentence was pronounced found 
further and more demonstrative expression by a crowd of 200 persons who 
had gathered outside, and howled and hissed as the prisoner was driven in 
a cab from the court room to the Calton jail. One man tried to seize the 
horse’s head, but the cab was driven rapidly away, leaving the crowd 


behind. 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Oct. 10.—Messrs. Depennam, Tewson, Faruer, & BaipcewatsEr, at the ae. —The 
Hotel bm apy — Yarmouth, with long lease and possession. (See eateamat 
tem! 
os mem." oo & T. Moors, at the Mart, at 2:—Freehold Family Residence at 
Willesden, wi ie <; of "home Solicitor, R. W. Reggs, Esq., London. (See 
advertisement, 
Oct. 13.—Messrs. ke oni dy a Co., at the Mart :—Ground-rents at Wood Green and 
Solicitors, Messrs. Mullens oe Bosanquet, London. Also Shares and 
Debentures. (See advertisements, this week, p. 4.) 


RESULT OF SALE. 


Messrs. Davip Burnett & Co, sold the Estates in Merionethshire of Bankes-Price, at 
the Mart, on the 2ist ult., for the sum of over £35,000. 
ay Davip J, Cuatrect and Mr. Evear H. Binusowvast (who were acting in conjunc- 
tion) sold at & pas Mart, on the 29th of Septem House situate 46 
Union-street, Whitechapel, let at £1 2s. per week, for £810; and the adjoining Freehold 
House, let at ise per week, for £750. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faiway, Sept. 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luaitep ix CHaxcery. 


AyruraciTe Fue. Syxpicatr, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 2, to 
send their names an e particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
eae 2 Exchange bldgs, Mount Stuart sq, Cardiff. Vachell & Co, Cardiff, solors to 

q' 


Daraue AcETYLENE Gas AND esses ee Co, ones ms on = 
before Nov a to send their names and adi and the particulars of 
William Henry e, 57, Grey st, Newcastle upon Tyne. Pybus & Bon, 


claims, to 
Newcastle upon Tyne, solors to iquidato r 

E:ectric Lientine Extension Synpicate, Limirep—Creditors required, on or before 
Nov 12, to send their names and addresses, and the exlann ot ‘aiedabin or date, 
to Charles Orme Bastian, Bartholomew Works, Lawford rd, Kentish Town 

Frank Kiex, Saag ig ee for winding up, presented Sept 27, directed to be heard 
Oct 11. Brooks, 24, Lawrence lane, Chea; le, color for i eee. Notice of me 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 10 

Hayxay’s 100 Acres, Luurep (1x Liquipation)—Creditora are required, on or before 
Nov 1, to send their names and addresses, and » pattiouens of yx debts or to 
Ernest Claude Bicks, wood House, New Broad st. Mayo & Co, Drapers’ 
solors for liquidator 

Henry Kerry, Limitep —Creditors are required, on or before Saturday, Nov 11, * send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Chcten, to Henry 
Kelley, 26, Pali Mall, chester. Simpson, pee solor = liquidator 

Szconn Kayowna SP¥picaTe, Limitep—Credito or before Nov re, - 


send their names and and the parti — et thei: bt 0 claims, 
Cecil Weller, 9, Fenchurch st nts - : = _— 
Sertmus Parsonace & Co oy a ~ 4 ~ ty on or before Oct send 
their names and addresses, and the of thels Aebts or claims, to "Willian 
ne Pannell, 13 and 14, Basinghall st w —f 8, South = Gray’ 's a ast 
uidator 
Trust Loan anp Aarenoy Co or Mexico, Limrrrp—Creditors are required, on or bef: 
0, te can ate anges ond Sirens, ane ee their debts or claims, to 


e particulars of 
Duncan, Thomas Farre’ and William Wilson, 5 yo st. Ashurst 
Morris & Co, ‘solors to liquidators “ . ” 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Oo-opsrative Baxiya Society, Luurep; Casinget Makers Co operative Socrery, 
Luonrep ; bonny 8 Co-comneaers Society, Liwrrep, all of 6, Christian st, E. Sept 14 
eer nue, Coe : Lag Norwich. Bept 
0, pag or Loyat Britons Frirnpiy Prin 
. 2 N IETY, ce Regent Inn, Horsley Heath, 


London Gazette.—Tunspay, Oct. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luourep mom Cmanomry. 


ee & Co, Lauran (is Vouvyeasy Liqu Tpazeen)—Cootiion one 
7, to names dreases, the particulars of "heir a te a on 
“ue Alfred en be re 10, Trinity aq, Tower hill adeiae were 
WSons EWARD AIM, MITED UN once | tora 
send their names ane ae Yn — of their debt debts or 


before oe ae Se Se pete of 3 
James A’ ler Robertson, 28 mr 29, Bt 
ll, Old Br Broad st, nay - for liquidator ee : ‘Se 





Parent Coat Briquetre Co, Liurrep (ix V Li 
required, on or before Oct 20, "to send thes nasnes and of a Sen, a the splay of 
thet deb debts or o—, © to Henry D Davey, Bedford chmbra, 24, Plymouth. 

tor 
Panwa Mins Aen an Co, Liurrep —Petn for sented 27, directed 
26. Binh © iudson, 6 inci ane, olor for — Notice 
ot appearing ont wah Ue oe bove-named no t Intes’ than 8 ovclock ta afternoon of 
Paves or Mount Manganer, Luore L 

eee | gee, Lane IMI > bs. squrpavens)—Contiien are » yequinel oe 


send particulars of 
Frederio Offor, 190, Cannon et. Burn & Berridge, 11, Old Broad st, solors to 


Byaio By empsoaga, Linirep— Petn for weegute up, presented Sept 27, directed to be 
Oct 26. Raphael & Co, 59, secegnts| Salers petner. ‘obioe appearing 

wh rn pad the above-named not later than 6 4 na Oot ae 
bags ix sa0 Peowver \CoaegGas Co, +00, Linrea, IN mph phere Thee are required, 
before Oct 27 tae particulars of their debts 
ody to Mr, Wl Mr, Willian Albert “chulta, 40, Cannon st. Chureh, 51 and 62, Fenchurch 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 11. 
Revit, Witt1am Watwis, Sheffield, Proprietor of Theatres Oct 24 Revill v Revill, 
Byrne, J Webster, Sheffield 
London Gasette.—Tuxspay, Aug. 15. 
Barker, Witt1am Rayrmonp, Coldharbour lane, Camberwell Oct 2 Brewers and General 
yee ee ee ee Furmage, 
Casey, s Oncan, Taveras, Merehant Sept 20 Gantes v Coroniades, Registrar, Liverpool 
Soom, "inouas pg Be Filgrave, Buckingham, Farmer Oct 4 ‘Fountaine ¥ 
Ping, aang Bristol, Grocer ert 3D v Pine, Stirling, J Burroughs, Bristol 
London Gazette —Fripay, Aug. 18. 
Green, Cuckfield, Sussex, Coachbuilder Sept30 Parsons ¥ 


———S rereag ey 

urman, 

N , Euty, U) Rutland 30 North, J 

ORTH, EmILy vorpingnem, 1m Sept Hodgkinson y Haslam, Hodg- 


London Gazette-—Turspay, Aug. 22. 
nom, Dav, Penhyle, , Montgomery, Farmer Oct 2 Evans v Davies, 
Steven, Dome Mary Jaye, Stemewey Castle, Ross, ne B. Oct 1 Sanford v Perceval, 
Stirling, J Hunters & Haynes, New sq, Lincoln's 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 25. 
Dorcnester, Right Hon. Duptey Witmort, Baron, Berkeley sq Oct 2 Meyrick y Dor- 
chester, North, J Woodford, Red Lion sq 
London Gasette—Frivay, Sept. 1. 
Davey, Jony, —o— Lincoln Oct 24 Finiegy Baveg, Master Hewlett, Royal Courts 
of Justice, Strand Nowell, Barton upon Hi 
Harwoop, Euc.y Mary Worsor, a tentie te Oct 2 Murray v Parr, Kekewich, J 
Poole, Union et, Old Broad st 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last ‘Day or Cratm. 
London Gazette.—Tutrspay, Sept. 19. 
Barry, Witu1AM, Birkenhead Oct 16 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 
Bassett, Francis, Leighton Buzzard Oct 21 Newton, Leighton Buzzard 
Bert, Cuarces, Salters’ Hall et, Architect Oct 31 Todd & Co, Chancery ln 
Boyazoc.v, Nicnoxas, Bary st, Bloomsbury Oct 16 Martineau, Surrey st 
Curistey, Cuarves, Deptford, Colonial Broker Oct $1 Henderson, Moorgate st bldgs 
Dows18, Staytey Rosset, High st, Battersea Novl Cooke, Coleman st 
Dysox, Exizasers, Halifax, York Oct 1 Boocock, Halifax 
Foot, Joux, Salisbury, Wilts, Brewer Oct 23 Powniog, Salisbury 
Foxey, Sauvet Joux, Hackney Oct 20 Double, Fore st 
Gittert, Carouiye, Croydon Oct14 Hogan & Hughes, Martin’s In 
Goveu, Rosert, Bristol, Dairyman Nov16é O’Donoghue & Anson, Bristol 
Griuwoop, Atice Mary, Bayswater Nov 1 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Haranp, Wusus Tuomas, Falmouth rd, Gt Dover st Oct 14 Hogan & Hughes, 


Mariin 
Harrison, a St Helen’s, Lancs Nov10 Ansdell & Eccles, 8t Helen’s 
Harwoop, Groret, Lianfrechfa U; , Mon, Farmer Oct 25 Laybourne, Newport 
Haxett, C.xcanp Nicuo.as, Hastings, Tea Planter Oct 31 Sanderson & Co, Queen 


Victoria st 
Bowsse, caus, Kersley, nr Farnworth, Lancs, Coachman Oct 16 Lamb & Co, Birken- 


Hewitt, Jonx, Barnton, Chester, Engine Driver Oct 16 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 
Hopasox, Joux, Armathwaite, Cumberland, Farmer Oct 18 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Hopvesox, Jawzs Stewart, Bishopsgate st Within Novi Wade & Wade, St Helen's pl 
Humeurey, James, Horsham, Sussex Oct 31 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 
Levy, Hyam, Casella rd, New Cross rd Oct 383i Braikenridge & Edwards, Bartlett's 
Luuspex, Acres AvLp, Kingston upon Hull Oct 30 Laverack & Son, Hull 

Net, Sopnia, Devonport Nov 30 Albert & Co, Devonport 

Owey, Exi4s, Llanyblodwell Vicarage, nr Oswestry Oct 10 Owen, Aberystwith 

Porrer, Bessane Tuomas, Chelmsford, Essex, Linen Draper Oct 25 Gepp & Sons, 
Pvan, Mary Tne, Worcester Oct 4 Beauchamp & Gallaher, Worcester 

Surmcey, Wrut1am Perrenpey, Sutton Valence, Kent Oct 21 Casa & Roper, Maidstone 
Siprsorrom, Joux, Manchester, Cotton Waste Dealer Oct S31 Wilson, Ashton under 


Sovrarry, Gawnixt Nicworas, Fenchurch st, Colonial Broker Oct 31 Henderson, 


Brnavor, Suucer, Stradsett, Norfolk, Butler Oct 18 Lloyd, Bileamere, Salop 

Tannen, Janes, Aberaman, Aberdare, Butcher Oct? Evans, Aberdare 

Tuoroaoon, Axx Etizapern Cuarx, Portsea Oct 17 King, Landport 

Watroy, Isaneuza, Penrith Novl Arison, Penrith 

Waxven, Josern, Edgbaston Oct 20 Warden & Son, Stratford oa Avon 

Warts, Gronox Joux, Heathfield, Sussex Oct 30 Neave & Bretherton, Tunbridge Wells 
Whurrs, Jonx, Bristol, Provision Merchant Nov 1 Barry & Harris, Bristol 

Witxrsox, Axorew, Ranby, Lincoln, Farmer Sept 3 Tweed & Overton, Horncastle 
Wituiams, Wit.iam, Swansea, Commercial Traveller Oct M Richards, Swansea 
Woopnt, Marrwew Hevay, Snow bill Nov 1 Stileman & Co, Southampton af, 


Wutrr, Jaxe Heeeasere, Phen Oct 15 Martyn & Martyn, New Bridge st 
Londen Gasette. —Frivay, Sept, 2. 

Axprewa, Sanvet, Hyderabad, Deccan, Bast Indies Nov 4 Surr & Co, Adchured le 

Aaswrox, Joux, Runcorn, Chester, Solicitor Oct Si Lake, Runcorn 
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Banas, Joszru, Pudsey, York, Woollen Salesman Oct17 Newell, Bradford 

Bax, Saran Janz, Edgbaston, Warwick Oct 28 Fowke & Son, Birmingham 

Brorpet, Louis Fra 20 
“= 4 ENRI pore, Aamae Ease Gieie, Sage, Paglier Oot 


Brice, oh Luton, Bedford, Gece Oct 30 Becke & Green, Northampton 


Baows, Georce. Leighton Buzzard, Agricultural Implement Maker Oct 23 Brow. 
& Rowe, Leighton Buzzard . 
Coop, Ropert, Langworth, Lincoln Oct 81 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 


Cotemay, Antave, Leeds Novi8 Douglas-Norman & C2, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 
De Sreex, Jucia Baroness, Eltham, Kent Nov6 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 


Dowsrr, Joun Nessit, Whitley, Northumberland, Brewe: t Sept30 Philipson & 
Tarnbull, Ni Houcidtie ones Gree aes — _ 
Evays, Mania Gwyxye, Schecter Oct 12 Williams & Co, Newtowa, N Wales 


Frstox, Betsy, Rochdale Novy1 Brierley & Hudson, Rochdale 

Four, Wiiu14x, Old Hill, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper Oct 10 Cooksey, Old Hill 
Gi.zs, Jonx Eowarp, Henley on Thames Oct28 Jennings, Walbrook 

Hanzaisox, Catnantne, Addison rd, Bedford Park Oct 23 Belfrage & Co, John st, 


Houses, Jaye , Upper Tooting Nov 15 Webb, 8t Helen’s pl 

Howsrp, Hexry Pouraet, Upper Norwood Nov8 Robinson & StannarJ, Eastcheap 
Hvenes, Artave Jonxs, Torquay Oct1l Day & Son, Gt Gorge st 

Laxsewortay, Rey Witttam Hesry, Stockwell Park ri Oct 31 Clark, King 


Wi 
Lear, Wattee, South Hampstead Nové Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery In 
McLzax, Nett, es a Hall, No.folk Oct20 Holman, for Parker & Co, St Mich :el’s 


Maiows Wintiax Grorcs, Bedford, Shoemaker Oct 10 Sharman & Trethewy, 


Regves, Tuomas, Birmingham Oct 24 Tyndall & Co, Birmingham 

Sxixszez, Joux Hoit, Ryde, lof W Oct 31 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Bretcu, Grace, Darlington Nov 18 Clayhills, Darlington 

Wann, Mary, Thorne, York Oct 22 Atkinson & Constab‘e, Thorne 

Weasr, Lucy Jaxz, Richmord Novi Richardson & £adler, Goldensq 

Wesrteesx, Grorce, Arthur et West, Licensed Victualler Oct 14 Brown, Exeter 
Waarrtox, Heszr, Loddon Hall, Norfolk, Farmer Novi Prior, Norwich 

Warrrseap, Hexey, Claughton on Biock, Lanes, Farmer Oct 14 Buck & €o, Preston 
Wiuxixsos, Joux Wittiau. Burtonon Trent Oct 21 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

ime rg cues, Gt Marlborough st, MD Oct 24 Barton & Pearman, 


Witsos, Frepexick Epwarp Manyox, Johannesburg,S A Oct 31 Tatham & Procter 
Lincoln's inn field: . ; 


London Gazetle.—Tvsspay, Sep’. 26 


Avpgipvez, Fraxces, Southampton Oct 31 Goddard & Aldiidge, Old Serjeants’ inn 
Arxixs, Mania Oxrueiz, Cheltenham Oct 21 Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 








Brackey, Acres Buckix, Luddenden, nr Halifax Oct 28 Humphreys & Hirst, Halifax 
Brocxizy, Marcarer, Coppenhall, nr Crewe Oct 16 Trafford & Cook, Northwich 
Cuzce, Evizasetu, Halifax Oct 31 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

CounsgL., Jonny, Longridge, nr Preston, Provision Dealer Oct 9 Thompson & 
Davies, Rieanb, Beacombe, Chester, Warehouseman Oct 27 Masters & Rogers, Liverpool 
Exu1s, Heyry, Highgate, Auctioneer Nov1 Marshall, Temple chmbrs 

Fortxum, Cuartes Drury Epwarp, Gt Stanmore Oct 21 Robios, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Fortyum, Mary, Gt Stanmore Oct 21 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Gez, Fiza, Oldham Novi Wrigley & Co, Oldham 

Goop, Mary Warsoy, Liverpool Nov1 Bellringer, Liverp-ol 

Houuey, Marranye, Old Gatton, Norwich Oct 81 Blyth, Norwich 

Hook, Ans, Liverpool Oct 23 Grierson & Mason, Liverpool 

Horxiss, Epwix, Brighton Oct 21 Tiddeman & Enthoven. Finsbury sq 


Horwoop, Samvzt Weymours, Queen Anne’s mansions, Westminst2r Oct 31 Hopwood 
& Co South sq Gray’s inn 
Horsxe.t, Wittiam, Hertford Oct 21 Spence & Co, Hertford 


Hoveutos, Auice, Freckleton, nr Preston Oct9 Thompson & Oak'ey, Preston 
Howorrs, Hannan, Todmorden Oct27 Sager & Shaw, Todmorden 
a Epwanrp, Pelaw, near Felling, Durham, Paving Contractor. Nov7 Swinburne, 


Kennepy, Many Hees, Alderley Edge, Chester Oct 21 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 
Lewry, Gzorce, Nottingham Nov13 Watson & Co, Nottingham 


| Lewis, Jonx, West Ham, Essex Oct 30 Hillearys, Broadway, Stratford 


Masstan, Mary Gertrupe Ioxstone, Weston super Mare Nov4 Ford, Weston super 


Mare 
| Mavupstay, Heyry, Victoria st Nov10 Barnard & Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Mipp.eton, Witu1am Cuances, Camdenrd Decl Ford & Co, Bloomsbury eq 
Parrersoy, ExizaBetu, Selby, York Novi England & Son, Goole 
fra, Seemann, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler Nov 1 Johnstone & Wil isms, 


ol 
Race, Jouy Suita, Clapham Novi Levy, Arundel st 
Rarttox, Axx, Cockermouth Oct 25 Thompson, Whitehaven 
Rosertsox, Freperic, and Haxnan Emmy Rosertrson, Weston, nr Bath Dec 81 


Chesterman, ; 
Sworper, Eowarp, Stansted, Mountfitzhet, Essex Oct 31 Richirdson & Co, Much 


Tirrerion, Saran, Cheadle, Stafford Oct 22 Cull & Brett, Cheadle 
Tyre, Atrrep Joun, Sidcup, Kent Oct 10 Olivant, sidcup 
Vouces, Mrs Maticpa, Brighton Oct 24 Foord, Philpot In 
Weicutmay, Euma Devry, Liverpool Oct 28 Grace & Co, Liverpoul 


| Waarros, Marcaget, Preston Oct 17 Rawsthorn & Co, Preston 
| Witpen, Sanan, Malvern Link. Worcester Oct 17 Foster, Malvero 
| Wixxixsoy, AxoREw, Ranby, Lincoln, Farmer Sept 3) Tweei & Overton, Horncastle 


Brecu, Wittiau_ Liverpool, Commercial Traveller Oct 23 Grierson & Mason, Liverpool | Worxmay, Saran, Great Hampton, Worcester Nov 14 Byrch & Cox, Evesham 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuivar, Sept. 29, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ord Sept 27 
Craze, whe Cuazizs, Burslem, Earthenw. 
Pet Sept 27 Ord sept 27 
Keckenham Croydon Pet Aug 2 
Roath, Cardiff, Clek Cardiff Pet 


B Bept 23 
Cuseres Fuavexice, Hurst 8 
=a Manag Brighton Pet 2% Ora 


Bet 
Lavesgicn, Grozce Cotix, Wes: pm oy General Dealer 


Sunderiand Pet Bept 
Lawwrs. WH 8, Teter ni, Crouch Mil High Cvurt 
Hereford, Builder Worcester 


Pemens Pet Beyt 27 Ord 
Peaxtze, Wactex Josern, > aaa 
Lieemect Victualler lLeloeter A Bet 2% 


= 
mane vues Cues, Cfo Bes: Denbigh, Grocer | 


Be Warrex, Mariner Gloucester 
Pea bet 6 Ord Begt 25 

Butseure, as eae, Luton, Belford Luton Pet 
a Ont tet w 


rm, Atexasvre Borace, 








FIRST MEETINGS. 


soem Groce Witiiam, Warwick, Laboure: Oct 11 at 
s Office, Jury st, Warwick 
pw 4 Grorce, Bedtord, Blacksmith Oct Gatll Off 
B He, 14, Bt Pout donee B Bridge, Y rks, D salte: 
ALL, Percy Frecpixe, Sow or! nH r 
Get 10 at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chinbrs, Halifax 
Bares, Wituiam, Leicester, Baker Oct 6 at 3 eoe Ree, 1, 


Ber: at, Leicest r 
Bits, Tuomas. Season, Aldington, Kent, Miller Oct 10 
at 4 Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford 


Buexe, Jouw Writ1am, Pembroke Dock, Clerk Oct 7 at 11 
Off Rec, 4, Que2n st, Carmarthen 
Cowangp, or 
Oct 7 at 11.30 Grosvenor Hotel, 
or ates See bog Ba ae 
Tatil venor 
Dixox, Joszrn, Greenhead ANasthomberlned 7 Joiner Oct 9 
30 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st Carlisle 
Driver, Buoves, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Coal Merchant 
Oct 9 at 11 Ce Eee, St, Siaeee sow, Date 
Fisuer, James, th rd, a ee rd, Bookbinder 


Oct 6at12 Bank 76 
Outfitter Oct 6 at 3 


House Decorator Oct 16 
Hazsison, Jous Hexuy, —_. Licensed Vic- 
tualler ver 


Oct 17 at 12 Off Ree, 31 st, 
Bircusuax, Atyzxp Eaxzser, wer 4 Ti Oct 7 
Overlooker Oct 11 


12 Off Bec, 8, King 
Hust, Jaues, Livesey, or 
Kear, C Headley Southampton, Builder Oct6 at 12.3 
eur, Com, er 2.3) 
24, Bail app, London 
McQuers, weet, Pokesdown, Bournemouth, 
Draper's Traveller Oct 6 at 12.80 Off Bec, Mndless st, 


Maztix, Joux Tuwim, Dover, Fruiterer Oct 12 at 9 Off 
a. ‘Canterbury 


Movs, ae, Haworth, ¥ Grocer Oct 10at1l Off Rec, 
Bookmaker’s Clerk Oct 6 


Off Bee, *, Jobn st, Bunderland 
Senate es g's 2, Sosniewe Dealer 


Oct 6 at 2% 
Fustu, BioeEr, Wala Boe itt Of He Off 
isc, 14, Chapel'st, Presta’ 


Brevensox, Rowxet, Bouth 

t] oan aon A Todmorden, General Ad 
UTC ery he | LBEKT, 

9 at 12 30 Exchange’ Nicholas 

edi Wirssan, 4 hanes, Domes 


i nt, ato re Cl eee 


[ Wowaxen, come, Bradfo'd Oct 6 at 1 





Bankruptcy 


‘h st, Rorough, Licensed 
aller Oct 6 at IL ruptcy bldgsa, Carey st 
Wirsos, Wituiam James, Bans Draper Oct 6 at 12 
Off Kec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Bacumayy, =, e—; Jeweller Birmingham 
Pet Aug 29 jy tw - 
— Tany upon Hull, Meieloemey 

pon Hull Sept 27, Ord Sept § 
Browy, oe ante Friday st High’ Court Pet 
Aug 24 Ord Sept 25 
Baown.ey, ALFRED od Lancs, Builder Baulton 
Pet Aug 21 Ord Sept 
Cartes, Gronoz, aeenion Cairiage Proprietor Coventry 
Pet 27 Ord Sept 27 = 


Crane, Taomas ys Soest O Earthenware Manufac- 
turer ud Sept 27 

Cummins, James Rang Caio c 
High 


Wiis, Wann oy ge 


Old Broad st, Solicit « 
Court Pet Augil Ocd Sept 25 

Datros, Ricaarp, Roath, Cardiff, Clerk Cardiff Pet 
2% Ora 26 


Driver, Ruopes, wick, Lewy Coal Merchant 
Bradford Pet Bept1é Ord Sept 25 


Gosvert, Jauzs, Hug lateetes, Budder Burton 
on Trent 


t Pet Bent 26 Ord 
Hoiiiups, Caances Frepesicn, urstperpoint. Sussex, 
Boilder’s Maneger Brighton Bept 25 Ord 
Defete. House Decorator Rochester 
Bept 23° Ord Bept 23 
Laveuice. Gronox Coin, West Hartlepool, Dusham, 
Dealer Sunderland Ler tw Ord Sept 26 
Leuoy, Atruoxse, Old em core 
High Court et opt Ord Be 

Lester, Taouas, and Janes Atiex, Tunb Py Wells. 
me Builders Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug 25 | Ord 25 

was, Aunruun Jam ‘ooting Graveney, Surrey, 
mercial Traveller voller Wandsworth Pet Aug 16 Ord 


Bept 25 
Monsees, Tey Thomas, Sequel, | Farmer Madeley Pet 
» Gilat, Commission Agent 


Monuison, Jasin Peart, 
Cardiff Bept 26 
Mouton, Witiian tweet, 

bor: Pet Beptl Ora 
Movsrer, Joun, j New 


Bpa'ding Peter- 
Warwicke, Ordo Saddle 
Ord Bept 26 
Perkins, Warren Jowern, Cla 
v Pet Bept 2 


Peegs, aed Many, O14 Bailey 











apson & 
iverpool 





fields 





op wood 


il isms, 


ec 81 
Much 


uptey 


st 12 


ham 


Pet 
slton 
miry 
ifac- 


cit « 


Pet 
hant 


rton 


am, 
t 26 
rant 


t 25 
7m- 
Ord 
Pet 


ent 


die 
sed 
y2 
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PO Ra TT Thign Oe per a= | Commercial Traveller Oct 11 at 12.90 24, Railwayapp, | Al? letters intended for publication in tre 
Bept 2 Lag roneigtos rigeetia — on Menrepew, Grorce Epw. ent Acyazp Jems Worr, ** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
peony, Ord Sept 26 ‘ bldgs, Bankruptcy | by the name of the writer. 
RosgRTs, bs ee on Bay, Denbigh, Grocer ——- to .. Bt Many on oan Commission Agent - u . 
Rowpatl, Frepericx THomas, vale, Surveyor High | Morrox, Witiiam Hou.twasworts, Spalding Oct 20 at Where difficulty is experienced tm procuring the 
Court Pet May 25 Ord Sept 26 1145 Law New rd, Journal with regularity, it is requested that 


Sazanuur, Francis Norman, Luton Luton Pet Sept 23 
H, Sipxey, Luton, Fruiterer Luton Pet Sept 21 
Word Sept 35° 


London Gazettse.—Tuxzspay, Oct. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avsscouss, Georcs, Folkestone, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 
Bawey, onecs Epwakrp, } me ate Builder Chelms- 


ford Pet July18 Ord Se 
Beowse, RicHArpD, ss Rogus, Devon, Farmer 
Taun Pet Sept 16 Ord 


Seermeoe, Att ~ &, Kennington rd High Court Pet Aug 26 


ARDER, od sen, and Henry Carper. jun, Saltney 
. , Stoneware Manufacturers Chester 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 30 
Cooke, Besnarp, Lower B hton, near 
Traveller Manchester Pet Sept29 Ord Sept 29 
Hammonp, Jouy, rn Southampton, Builder 
Guildford Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 
ag Hemans & Co, Queen Victoria st, Merchants High 
Pet Sept lé Ord Sept 29 


va. Pay" Yorks, Schoolmaster 
Barnsl Se t 28 
Hrrcwixes, pr & OHN, Danan Grocer Carmarthen 
Pet Ord Sept 


Hover, ame Birmingham, Foreman Birmingham 
Pet 30 Ord Sept 30 


Ksex, WaLTeR Henry, Bushey, Hertford, Accountant 
8t Albans Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 

Know es, ManmMapukeE Ci \exson, Ripon, Yorks, Innkeeper 
Northallerton Pet Sept 01 


27 Sept 
Lowis, sauees § 3 Kendal, Boot Dealer Kendal Pet 
Lous, Wintre, Dewsbary, Boot Maker Dewsbury Pet 
Mevzins Tinta Seema, Burnley, Sugar Boiler Burnley 


eZ 
Newton, F W, Iford, Essex, Builder Chelmsford Pet 
Bept’2 Ord Sept 27 


Pacxwoop, George Wit.14m, North Eamowe, Butcher 
Leicester Bept 30 Ord 


Or 
Param, © ~ ny CHARLEs, — Staffs, Cycle Agent 
Pet t 30 Ord Sept 30 
ARRY WALDRON, Birmingham, Cycle 
Birmingham Pet Sept13 Ord Se 
Roaxe, Joun Fruin_ Braviyerton, 
Victua'ler aoe | Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 30 
Surru, Marcaret, Aberystwith, Fishmonger Aberystwith 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 


Boat, Grorcr Gnaseat Joun Tuew, Bradford Aberyst- 
with Pet Sept 29 Bept 29 

Braxton, WILLIAM aut Leicester, Slater Leicester Pet 
Bept 29 Ord Be 


pt 29 
Brevens, gate — Acton, Cycle Manufacturer 
y i - Ord Sept 
Secathen' Lawe by, Builder Derby Pet Sept 2s 
Ord Sept 28 


P 

Trev: — =, Rosen, yon Artist Photo- 
gra; e! pt 29 

a Henry Wititam, Sy ae it Wands- 

Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept 28 

Waser Frank, ifax, Licensed Victualler Halifax 
Pet Sept 29 Sept 29 

Wuirraxer, Jonny Incuam, Burnley, Drapery Hawker 
Burnley Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 


Amended notice substituted for that patted in 
the London Gazette of Sept. 1 


Parrersox, Davip, Cor' rthumberland, Wine 
| Rewentiontitye Pet Sept 6 Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Brewer, Ricnarp, Holoombe Rogus, Devons, 
12at11 Off Rec, 5:, Hammet st, Taunton 
Kes, CHARLES, Kel: Labourer Oct 11 at 
12 Crypt chm te row, Chester 
Costin, WILLIAM FREDERICK Coney, Herts, Cattle Dealer 
Oct 12at38 Off Boo, 95, » pnalands chmbrs, a Va yl - 
ett ak JosEPH ot 10 
at ay 
Cvoxsow, Bed Oennen a Shetiela L Lime Merchant Oct 
lWatl2 Off In, Sheffield 
Darron, Ricwarp, Cardiff, Clerk Oct 12 at 3 
Mary’s st, iff 
a * WittiaM, notpg ll, Spedivense Oct 14 at 12 


ff Reo, 8, 5 Sieg OS 
Goaeprs, cane, Leicester Builder Oct 10 
Midland eta. tion st, Burton on Trent 
en, Ronuer Jou rel, btn Richmond, Livery Stable 
Jot 11 at 11.80 24, Railway app, London 


Houanps, Cuanres Faepeaicx, Hurstpi it, Sussex, 
' e Manager Oct 10 at'2 90 Olt Heo, 4, Pavilion 


bide, Brig! 
Jox WARD, Colwyn Bay, Denbighs, Carrier Oct 12 at 
245 J unction Hove, Tiandud no Junction 
Jon soum,  parerom Se Glam, Clothier Oct ILatl2 135, 
as 3 yr Tydfil 
sty belo ll oe uae Hill Oot 11 at 12 
Leon eraren, ont Teaan Here ITBON Sale Moor, Chester, 
liata Of ore B rom at, 
Lawis, Gronae, Sromyerd, Bi , Builder Oot 11 at 


at, Worcester 
Lowa, Anrnun Jauxs, Tooting Graveney, Surrey, 


Westen 


hone *-- 
jufacturer 


Farmer 


Lawson 








Peterborough 
N » Ba Mansfield W: N Builder 
ICHOLSON, = —_-> / Sect et Pabst ee 


ag tp ag Pare Oct ati2 Of 
PaI.iPs, yet te, OSS at 1s Off Rec, 31, 
Price, Rexs, , Draper Oct 12at12 135, High 

Tuomas, rye Draper York Oct 6 at 10.15 
Roserts, Tsomas _ Ley Bay. Denbigh, Grocer 


Oct 12at3 Junction Hotel, 
Rosinson, Witu14m. Blackburn, Weaver Oct 11 at 1.30 


Pears, Josern, Wi 


Cc house, Blackburn 

Sracrave, Hewry, Woolwich, Artist Oct 10 
at12 24, Railway app, London 

Simpson, Gzorcz, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Oct 12 at 3.15 
Junction Hotel, Llandudno Junction 


Surrn, W P Wanrreys, ae at, Actor Oct 10 at ll 
8 


Bucks, Corn 


fours, ALExanpER Boyack, Cola! 
Merchant Oct ‘emple chmbrs, 


12 at3 Off Rec, 95, 
Temple av 


TuryNeEr, , a Tuomas, St Leonards on Sea, Fish- 
meow Oct 16 at 1.45 County Court Office, 24, Cam- 


ge 
Witrvtts, Nestor Percivan, Ebbw Vale, Mon. Iron- 
Oct 10at3 135, h st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Woopman, Grosce ALrrep, 
Victualler Oct 


on 
ll at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aywxscomse, Gzoraez, Folkestone, Grocer Canterbury Pct 
27 Ord Sept 
Coox, Cuaries ALBERT, Romford rd, Builder High Court 
Pet Aug 25 Ord 
Cooxs, Brrnarp, 
Traveller 
Costin, WILLIAM —p Colney, Herts, Cattle 
Dealer St Albans Ord Sept 21 
Cnegeee, arers Postmaster Durham 
einen and O GazExwoop, Bishops Waltham, 
Millers ” Windeor Pet fume 30 Ord Sept 23 
Guittaume, Hewrt. Alvechurch, Wi 
Manufacturer 


ham Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 29 
lly, Grocer Carmarthen 





Hironixas, am Jouy, 
Pet Ord 


Kerr, Wim RAL.eiég, Comets Cornhill, Agent 
High Court Pet Aug ¥5 29 ni 
Kwyow.es, MarmMapuke aan pon, Yorks, Inn- 


Northallerton Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 

Lowis, ig t =F, Kendal, Boot Dealer Kendal Pet 

—— a alate Burnley, Sugar Boiler Burnley 

Pacxwoop, Grorcr hots North Kilworth, Leicester, 
Butcher Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

<7 Groner, H 

Smita, py one Ey Fishmonger Aberystwith 


Boat, GrorcEe eum Joun Tuew, i a Brad- 
ford Aberystwith Pet Sept 29 Ord 8 29 'Ord Sept 29 


Sours, ge a 5) 
Merchant Pet bepeas ond sept 
StTanton, Wiccan, Bac 
Pet 29 Ord Sept 29 
ICHARD 2 ee. Acton, Cyc‘e Manufacturer 
Court 30 Ord Sept 30 
th Shore, Blackpool, Builder 
Sept 19 Ord 
— K, ous, sy ~+¥ Photo- 
Tunsen Howat Trowss 8t f Bomar on Sea, , 
TuRNeER, ky A, Fenton, 3 Todacconist 
w B8toke ty ty 19 Ord Wide 
‘ADsWoRTH, Henny mtsas, 
worth Pet Sept 28 Sept 
Warp, 2 fax, Piceemnt Victualler Halifax Pet 
W: — “— Drapery Hawker 
HITTAKE oun Inoran, w 
y” Pot Sept 7 Ord 7 
—— se Hewrrt, chester Manchester 


-- gl 
Youre, Taomas, South Woodford, Builder 
Court Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 29 _— best 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Sept 18: 


Srevens, 
High 


STEvENsoON, a. 
Pet 


. Northumberland. 


Parrensox, Davin, Corbr Wine 
Merchant Pet Sept 6 Ord Bept 


Newoastle on 





Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post. 
age, 52s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s, ; by Post, 28s, Soxrorrorns’ Jovurnat, 
26s,; by Post, 28s. Volumes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. Od., half law cal/, be. 6d. 
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Agent, Ene. i. Bri ixGuuRst 21, Borough 
AR , 
London Bridge. 





DGAR = Walsanenvars, _ Estate 
, —. joneer, 21, Borough High-street, 


EDE AND SON, 





; he Whole of the 
To Her M SS = 

ROBES POR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
Law and Gowns Registrars, Town 


Corporation Rodes University and Clergy Gown:. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, 


LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Paauiamextasy Burts, Mixeres or Brivevoe, Booxs or 
Rersasyce, Stareents or Cuan, Axswens, &o., Go. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 
and all General and Commercial Work. 


Every description of Priating. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
and WEASKLY REPORTER, 


27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 











a. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


CLASSES AND TUITION FOR ARTICLED CLERKS. 
TUTORS. 


J. Cantar Harrison, 30, Bedford-row, W.C.—Equi 
e, W.0.— 


Lzonarp H. West, LL.D., Birkbeck Bank-chambers, Chancery-lan 


ty, Conveyancing, Common Law, and Bankruptcy. 
Criminal and Magisterial Law ; Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty ; and 


Ecclesiastical Law. Stephen’s Commentaries. 


Cxasses for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on four 
afternoons each week during the following periods: August to January; 
January to June. 

These periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students are 
advised to subscribe for a full course otherwise the work must necessarily 
be hurried. 

Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but it 
is recommended that they should avail thomselves of both modes of in- 
struction. 

Subscribers to either Class or Postal instruction have the opportunity of 
consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview or 
by letter at any time. 

To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation 
through the post has been devised, and is found to be useful where personal 
tuitioa is impracticable. 

Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen’s 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction, 
Students can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 
length of attendance, except that no fee shall be less than that for a three 
months’ course. 

Rooms are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied 
without extra charge. 

Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. 

The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society 
on three afternoons in each week during the following periods: August to 
November ; October to January ; January to April; March to June. 

Subscribers may subscribe for successive classes. 

Books can be obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending 
library, for an annual subscription of a guinea and a-half to cover the course 
of work for the Final Examination, and Stephen’s Commentaries can be 

ied to either Class of Postal Subscribers, at an annual subscription 





of one guinea, on application to the Tutor, Dr. West. 
In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination | 
the Postal instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the | 
selected portions of Stephen’s Commentaries. 
For those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is | 


afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equit 
Conveyancing, Common Law, kruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Lay 


Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. 

These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations ay 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than ong 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. 

These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tators recommend 
that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
— and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination hay 


passed. 

The results obtained have been satisfactory. Many pupils have obtained 
honours, and the percentage of passes is a high one, exceeding 85 per cent 
of between three and four hundred pupils who last presented themselves for 
examination. It has ae on several occasions that all Class pupils 
have been successful, and the same has occurred in the case of subscribers to 
the Correspondence Courses. 

TERMS. 
FINAL. 
Class Instruction, 5 months... _ one Sis oa 
of after previous Postal Instruction... 

- 4 months ee Se oe 

é after previous Postal Instruction... 

és 3 months “he Bie eee 

. a. after previous Postal Instruction... 
Postal meenenie “x! years... sco mm peat one 

” ” year eee 


? INTERMEDIATE. 
Class Instruction, 6 months wie oa ae a 
‘s ae after previous Postal Instruction... 
‘~ pe 3 months Ae aes 2 en 
wv » ,. after previous Postal Instruction... 
Postal Instruction, 2 years ... on oo we pe 
~ - 12 months one - Ja on = ies ‘a 
Articled Clerks may attend the Lectures and Classes given or held in connection with 
the Inns of Court, under the direction of the Council of Legal Education, upon payment 
of half the fees payable by other persons not being members of an Inn of Court, the 
Council of the Teccrpenatek Law Society having agreed with the Council of al Educa. 
tion for payment of the remainder. Articled ks will also be admitted to the viva voc 
Examinations at the end of each Term. 
icled Clerks may obtain particulars of such Lectures and Classes, and vouchers for 
Tickets, upon application to the Szorzrerary of the Incorporated Law Society. 


Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made payable to the Szcrerany, 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Barcuay & Co., Limirsp.’’ 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, June, 1898. 
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SOLICITORS’ 


BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


Instituted 1858. 





For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Solicitors and Proctors in England and Wales, 
and their Wives, Widows, and Families. 





The Annvat Genera, Mezetinc of the Mewzers of this Association will be held at the Town Hatt, Dover, 


on the morning of Wepyzspay, the 11th day of Ocrosgr, 


at Ten o’Crocx precisely, when the Board will present 


their Report; Directors and Auditors will be elected for the ensuing year, and other general business transacted. 


Tuomas Joun Pirrretp, Eeq., of 3, Gray’s-inn-square, 
the place of Cuartes Ponsonsy Witmer, Esq., resigned. 


9, Clifford’s-inn, London, E.C., September 18th, 1899. 


London, will be proposed for election as an Auditor, in 


JAMES THOMAS SOOTT, Sccretary. 








PATENTS and TRADE-MARES, 


+ Baker-st 
oeeemannet ALFEED MILNER. Hi 


W. P. THOMPSON & CO,, | Bigut 


PRESIDENT KRUGER; LORD SALISBURY ; 
Hon, Mr. J. GHAMBERLAIN ; CAPTAIN 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, | Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
OT ae Cor et tae | THE IMPERIAL iwysvrance compast 


tmuarzep, FIRE, 
Established 1908. 


Oct. 7, 1899, 7 


322, High Holborn, W.C. + ae 
(and at Levuzroor, Maxcuxeren, and Biemincuax), 


LONDON and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 
PATENT matters. 


HE ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S 
GARDENS, Regent's Perk, are OPEN DAILY (ex- 
) from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s. 
Children always 64. A Military Band wiil 
im the Gardens Every Baturday at 4 o'clock until 
@ young jizafle, a 
Antelope. 


M.8.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices 
W. Letters 


Mr. J. J. DARLING, Captain of the Australian Team of 
Cricketers. 


GRAND HISTORICAL TABLEAUX. REPRESENTING 
IMPORTANT EVENTS in ENGLISH HISTORY. 


VISCOUNT HINTON and bis ORIGINAL PIANO 
ORGAN. 





14 Broad-street, E.C., 22, Pall Mall, &.W., and 4 
en Chancery lane, W.0. : , 


Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds over £1,500,000. 





| Music, Orchestral Performances, Organ Recital 
Special Quartette. 
| Admission, 1s.; Children under 12,64, Extra Rooms, 64. 


} 
| 


| DATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.LM.E., 





36, Chancery-lane, I A. Patent ob- 
sained and effected in all parte of the 
va Opinions ond Searches 
as to novelty. 


conducted. 








EB. COZENS SMITH, General Manag:r. 
INSURANCE OFFICE, 
F 
5 LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W4 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager, 


‘ounded 1710, 
SUM INSURED LN 1896 EX CEEDS £430,000,000, 





Bacot 
Dave 
Dean 
Q.( 
Eilis- 
Finct 
Frere 
Gart) 
Heal 
John 
Keke 
Ludl 
Mast 


